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A  F  U  L  L 

R  E  P  L  Y,  &c. 

BEFORE  I  enter  into  a  regular  anfwer  to 
Mr.  Benwell’s  letter,  it  may  be  neceffary 
to  inform  the  reader  of  the  reafons  which 
have  induc’d  me  to  change  the  ftyle  of  my  addrefs, 
and  to  direCt  what  I  have  to  fay  to  the  public, 
rather  than  to  Mr.  Bromfield,  as  was  originally 
intended. 

As  there  are  many  chirurgical  remarks  in  Mr. 
Benweli’s  letter,  reflecting  highly  on  my  character 
asafurgeon,  and  which,  from  the  nature  of  the  fub- 
jeCt,  could  not  reafonably  be  fuppofed  to  have 
been  fuggefted  by  a  man  entirely  ignorant  of  the 
profeflion  of  furgery  *,  it  was  not  unnatural  for  me 
at  firft,  to  fuppofe  that  Mr.  Bromfield  might  have 
fome  fhare  in  the  production,  of  thefe  remarks, 
confidering  the  connection  there  had  been  between 
him  and  Mr.  Benwell,  and  confidering  the  difpute 
that  had  fubfifted  between  himlelf  and  me.  But 
reflecting  afterwards  upon  the  ignorance  of  fome 
of  thefe  remarks,  and  the  different  falfities  of 
others,  it  was  thought  advifeable  by  my  friends, 
before  I  publicly  imputed  them  to  Mr.  Bromfield, 
to  know  whether  he  acknowledged  or  difavowed 
them.  On  my  hinting  this  to  a  friend  of  Mr. 
Bromfield’s,  he  was  authorifed  by  him  to  fend  me 
the  following  paragraph,  with  Mr.  Bromfield’s 
own  fentiments  thereon,  in  the  following  letter. 


**  As  yon  know  how  de (irons  I  am  to  finifH 
^  your  prefent  literary  diipute,  at  lead,  as  far  as 
f6  relates  to  Mr.  Bromfield  *,  I  wou3a  not  omit 
*4  the  find  opportunity  of  feeing  him  after  you  left 
44  me.  In  regard  to  the  chirurgicai  remarks  in 
124  Mr.  Benweirs  letter,  Mr.  Bromfield  declares, 
44  that  he  not  only  did  not  dictate  them,  but  that 
44  it  was  abfoliitely  difagreeable  to  him,  and  en- 
44  tirely  againft  his  confent,  that  they  were  pub- 
-  lifhed,  As  a  convincing  proof  of  this,  and  to 
drew  his  fen timents  upon  the  occafion,  he  defired 
^4  me  to  tranfcribe  part  of  a  letter  he  wrote  to  Mr, 
'6  Hartcup,  and  which  Mr.  Hartcup  went  with, 
54  and  read  to  Dr.  Bidle  before  Mr.  Benwelks 
Letter  was  publifhed  :  the  paragraph  is  as  foh 
?4  lows  *,  Tell  Dr.  Bidle,  I  would  not  advife  Mr. 
46  Benwell  to  meddle  with  the  chirurgicai  part  of 
44  the  cafe  on  any  account,  or  to  mention  what  he 
cs  has  related  about  Mr.  Sharp,  as  the  readers  will 
conclude,  that  either  He  or  I  have  furnifhed  that 
part,  which  I  mud  difavow,  as  it  is  contrary 
46  to  Mr.  Ranby,  and  Mr.  Hawkins's  fentiments, 
w  as  well  as  my  own.  Mr.  Bromfield  imagines 
he  cannot  exprefs  himfelf  ftronger  about  thefe 
remarks,  than  he  has  done,  in  the  preceding 
J4  paragraph.59 

After  this  declaration,  I  certainly  could  have  no 
right  to  addrefs  myfelf  to  Mr.  Bromfield,  or  to 
diipute  chirurgicai  points  with  one,  who  has  thus 
difay  owed  them.  Indeed  it  mull  have  been  a. 
ftrange  contradiction  in  Mr.  Bromfield,  either  to 
have  inferred  in  this  manner,  or  to  have  given  the 
lead  countenance  to  thefe  remarks,  after  having 
omitted  to  charge  me  with  any  defeats  in  opera¬ 
ting,  in  the  pamphlet  publfihed  by  himfelf  eight 
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months  ago  *  after  his  many  declarations  to  the 
contrary,  at  various  times  ;  and  after  my  publicly 
calling  on  him  to  appeal  to  our  proper  tribunal, 
the  court  of  affiftance  of  the  company  of  furgeorts 
in  London  ;  who  certainly  are  the  moft  proper, 
and  equitable  judges,  to  determine  any  points  of 
difpute,  relative  to  the  profeffion  of  furgery. 

I  fhould  have  thought  this  a  fufficient  anfvver  to 
whatever  Mr.  Benwell  has  offered  in  regard  to 
thefe  chirurgical  matters  *,  but  as  they  mud:  have 
been  didlated  by  fome  perfon,  who  thinks  at  leaft 
he  has  fomeknowledge  of  the  fubjedl,  and  the  phy- 
fidan  above  mentioned  is  fo  ftrongly  pointed  out  ; 
Ilhould  be  unwilling  to  give  him  the  lead:  offence, 
in  negledling  to  reply  to  his  remarks ;  I  fhall  there  - 
fore  reply  to  every  paffage,  pointing  out  the  futi¬ 
lity  of  the  remarks ;  the  want  of  candour  in  the 
quotations  ;  and  the  defedl  of  judgment  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  them. 

His  attempt  to  defcribe  the  difference  between 
a  Jingle  and  double  incifion,  from  an  imperfect  quo¬ 
tation  of  Mr.  Sharp,  fhews  great  difingenuity,  or 
very  little  knowledge  in  this  branch  of  furgery  : 

I  fhall  on  that  account  add  the  defigned  omiffions* 
which  will  fet  that  gentleman's  thoughts  in  their 
proper  light.  “The  manner  of  rowling  the  tap'ex 
“  fays  he,  has  always  been  perpendicular  to  the 
“  length  of  the  leg,  but  having  fometimes  obferved 
ic  that  the  gaftrocnemius  mufcle  contracting, 
<c  draws  back  the  inferior  part  of  the  flump  more 
“  ftrongly  than  the  other  mufcles  can  do  the  red: 
<c  of  it  5  I  have  lately,  in  order  to  preferve  the 
<c  regularity  of  the  cicatrix,  allow'd  for  this  excefs 

of  contraction,  and  made  the  circular  incifiort 
ftC  in  fuch  a  manner,  that  the  part  of  the  wound 
**  which  is  on  the  calf  of  the  leg,  is  a  little  farther 
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tc  from  the  ham,  than  that  on  the  the  fkin  is  from 
“  the  middle  of  the  patella.5’ 

Thefe  are  the  words  of  that  able  artijl  Mr.  Sharp, 
which  fo  far  from  peevijhly  fnarling  at ,  that  I  have 
often  made  ufe  of  them,  as  a  juftification  of  my 
conduct,  and  think  myfelf  happy  in  the  fanc- 
tion  of  fo  truly  eminent  an  operator.  This  gen¬ 
tleman  very  ingenuoufly  alfo  confeffes,  ct  that  not- 
“  withftdnding  we  derive  fuch  benefits  from  the 
double  incifion,  the  contractile  difpofition  of 
tc  the  mufcles,  and  perhaps  of  the  fkin  itfelf,  is 
fo  great,  that  in  fpite  of  any  bandage  they  will 
fcC  retire  from  the  bone,  efpecially  in  the  thigh, 
cc  and  fometimes  renders  the  cure  tedious.” 

I  muft  beg  leave  in  this  place  to  declare,  that 
though  I  approve  of  the  double  incifion  in  am¬ 
putating  ^  have  always  prabtifed  it,  and  did  in  this 
very  cafe  perform  it,  as  will  appear  by  the  tefli- 
mony  of  Mr.  Penford  *,  yet  it  is  by  no  means  a 
practice  univerfally  adopted  :  the  manner  of  ope¬ 
rating  by  the  fngle  incifion  being  ftill  fupported 
by  furgeons  of  great  eminence  :  in  the  memoirs 
of  the  academy  of  furgeons  at  Paris,  lately  pub- 
li died,  Mr.  Lewis,  a  furgeon  of  great  efleem  for 
knowledge  in  his  profeiTion,  oppofes  the  method 
of  amputating  by  the  double  incifion ,  defcribes  the 
manner  in  which  that  by  the fingle  may  be  more 
advantageouflv  performed,  and  gives  his  reafons 
for  preferring  this  method  to  the  other.  The  cu¬ 
rious  reader  will  have  recourfe  to  the  work  itfelf, 
from  which  I  fhall  beg  leave  to  make  a  few  quo¬ 
tations  in  his  own  words  :  in  his  i ft  Memoir  he 
fays,  66  That  the  perfection  of  an  amputation 
“  confifts  in  preferving  the  greateft  length  that  is 
<c  pofiible  of  the  flejh ,  which  forms  the  extremity 
<c  of  the  flump,  to  ferve  as  a  cufhion  to  the  end 
p  of  the  bones :  it  is  no  doubt,  fays  he,  of  fome 

“  advantage 

*  '  \ 


t  5  3 

ec  advantage  to  preferve  the  fkin ;  nor  can  we 
commend  too  much  the  precaution  of  drawing 
it  towards  the  upper  part  of  the  limb,  and  fe- 
curing  it  by  a  ligature  before  the  amputation  ; 
“  but  it  appears  very  ufelefs  to  put  the  patients 
4C  to  fo  much  torture  by  the  amputation  with  the 
4c  double  incifion,  if  the  prefervation  of  the  fkin 
<c  does  not  prevent  the  protrufion  of  the  bones ; 
u  and  the  preferving  too  great  an  extent  of  fkin 
(C  is  an  obftacle  to  the  cure,  which  may  be  eafily 
<c  demonftrated  :  the  protrufion  of  the  bones  will 
“  never  take  place,  fo  long  as  they  are  immedi- 
<c  ately  encompaffed  with  the  flefhy  fubflance  of 
“  the  mufcles  :  this  propofition  is  inconteftible  ; 
“  the  ftate  therefore  of  the  fkin,  whether  longer  or 
<c  fhorter,  conduces  nothing  to  this  protrufion,  as 
4C  we  have  proved.  Thus  the  precaution  of  draw- 
<c  ing  it  upwards,  and  preferving  as  much  of  it 
*c  as  poflible,  will  not  prevent  this  inconvenience.'’5* 
In  his  2d  Memoir,  he  fays,  “  I  think  the  beft 
“  rules  laid  down  as  directions  in  amputations 
cc  are  too  vague  and  general,  and  that  there  is  a 
“  neceflity  of  their  being  more  determinate  :  how- 
<c  ever  folid  they  may  appear  in  general,  we  find 
“  them  refpedtively  erroneous,  when  referred  to 
<c  particular  cafes  :  it  is  on  the  thigh  where  the 
<c  double  incifion ,  fays  he,  is  moil  recommended ; 
cc  notwithftanding  I  dare  affert,  that  there  is  lefs 
4C  neceffity  for  it  than  in  any  other  part.  For  it 
u  is  certain,  that  the  prefervation  of  a  larger  por- 
<c  tion  of  fkin  will  not  fupply  the  default  of  the 
“  rnufcles  ;  wherewith,  one  would  wifli,  the  bone 
<c  fhould  always  be  covered  :  this  firft  incifion, 
tc  fo  highly  recommended,  is  therefore  abfolutely 
ufelefs :  it  lengthens  out  the  operation,  and  ren- 
<c  ders  it  more  painful,  without  the  leaf:  necef- 
“  fity ;  fo  that  we  think  we  may  lay  it  down  as 

44  a  ore- 


**  a  precept,  founded  both  on  reafon  and  expert 
66  ence,  that  the  operation  ought  to  be  commenced 
*c  by  a  deep  incifion,  fuch  as  may  cut  through 
46  the  mufeles  and  fkin  at  one  ftroke.  The  ope- 
4C  ration  which  I  have  here  defcribed,  is  attended 
€C  with  all  thefe  advantages  ;  the  extremity  of  the 
*c  bone  is  therein  covered  with  flefh ;  and  every 
4C  end  which  is  propofed  in  the  double  incifion,  is 
4C  anfwered,  in  an  eafier  manner,  lefs  painful,  and 
4C  as  far  as  poffible  exempt  from  every  inconve- 
cc  nience.” 

k _ 

By  thefe  extracts  from  a  modern  furgeon  of 
great  repute,  I  mean  only  to  obferve  to  fome  par¬ 
ticular  readers ,  that  the  double  incifion  fo  much 
talked  on,  and  fo  little  underftood.  is  by  no  means 
tmiverfally  adopted ;  I  pretend  not  to  fettle  the 
point  in  difpute ;  it  is  enough  for  me  to  fhew  the 
diverfity  of  opinions  among  furgeons. 

As  this  part  of  Mr.  BenwelPs  pamphlet  is  more 
particularly  laboured,  in  order  to  excite  compaf- 
lion  in  the  breaft  of  the  humane  reader  ;  I  think 
it  incumbent  on  me  to  expofe  the  artifice,  or  ig¬ 
norance  of  the  writer  \  as  it  is  evidently  calcu¬ 
lated  with  clefign  to  create  abhorrence  of  me  ;  by 
infinuating  that  I  added  cruelty  to  ignorance. 

As  to  the  Jingle  JlaJh  which  it  is  faid  I  made  at 
this  dreadful  operation ,  from  which  the  patient  re¬ 
ceived  fuch  extreme  pain ;  I  appeal  to  every  fur¬ 
geon  j  nay,  to  every  man  of  common  fenfe  ;  that 
if  the  operation  had  been  performed  in  that  man¬ 
ner,  whether  the  pain  had  not  been  lefs,  than  by 
the  double  incifion  ?  and  whether  the  repetition  of 
incifion  is  not  a  repetition  of  pain  ?  but  the  fal- 
fity  of  this  infinuation  has  been  already  proved* 
and  the  aggravation  of  pain  imputed  to  me,  had 
I  thus  operated,  been  fufficiently  refuted  above. 
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The  writer  thus  proceeds,  <c  Had  I  at  that 
time  repofed  my  foie  confidence  in  you,  the 
tcrture  that  I  certainly  fliould  have  undergone, 
mult  have  been  as  great  for  a  time  as  a  hu- 
iC  man  body  is  capable  of  fuftaining  *,  for  had  you 
*c  introduced  the  law  before  the  membrane,  that 
“  covers  the  bones  and  the  ligaments,  that  are 
cc  between,  had  been  divided,  the  pain  mull  have 
been  inf  up  for  table”  In  anfwer  to  this  bafe  im¬ 
putation,  I  mud;  beg  the  reader  would  recoiled;  the 
manner  in  which  the  operation  was  agreed  to  be 
performed  by  Mr.  Bromfield  and  myfelf ;  I  was 
to  make  the  incifions,  and  he  to  divide  the  mem¬ 
branes  :  is  it  to  be  fuppofed,  that  Mr.  Bromfield 
was  not  prepared  to  execute  his  part  ?  or  could 
I  have  parted  with  the  amputating  knife,  taken 
up  the  faw,  and  been  ready  to  introduce  it,  be¬ 
fore  he  was  prepared  with  his  knife  to  divide  the 
membranes  ?  but  as  this  point  has  been  refuted  on 
oath  by  Mr.  Penford,  as  will  appear  by  and  by,  I 
fhall  no  longer  dwell  on  the  abfurdity  of  it ;  I  fhall 
only  obferve,  that  thefe  exprefilons  of  torture ,  and 
infupp  or  table  pain ,  which  my  fuppofed  inadvertency 
*tis  faid  might  have  created,  are  nothing  more 
than  phrafes  of  a  man  who  would  incite  pity  ; 
and  who  endeavours  to  fupport  the  want  of  argu* 
ment,  by  an  affectation  of  the  pathetic ;  for  this 
torture  fo  feelingly  painted,  is  a  confequence  that 
could  not  have  followed,  even  had  the  membranes 
remained  undivided.  In  proof  of  this  afifertion  I 
appeal  to  the  words  of  Mr.  Le  Dran,  an  author 
in  too  high  efteem,  not  to  have  the  utmoft  de¬ 
ference  paid  to  his  fentiments.  In  his  chapter  on 
amputations,  he  fays,  u  The  mufeles  and  peri- 
ofteum  being  all  divided,  the  laft  incifion  de- 
cc  ffroys  all  communication  of  life  between  that 
part  of  the  periofteum  above  the  incifion,  and 
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that  which  is  below;  confequently  as  no  fenfa - 
tc  /zW  remains  there,  zV  is  needlefs  to  f crape  the 
<c  bem9  in  order,  as  authors  have  propofed,  to  fe- 
%c  parate  the  periofteum  :  this  would  not  only 
prolong  the  operation,  but  it  is  impoftible  to 
cc  fcrape  exactly  round  the  two  bones  of  the  leg 
or  fore- arm  *,  to  which  we  may  add  farther,  that 
ec  the  fmall  part  of  the  periofteum  which  is  not 
fcraped,  is  not  at  all  capable  of  clogging  the 
teeth  of  the  faw”  Thus  it  is  evident,  that  thefe 
dreadful  tortures ,  fo  artfully  and  defignedly  painted, 
are  intirely  imaginary ;  unlefs  the  author  can  make 
it  appear,  that  a  man  can  fuffer  infiuppor  table  pain9 
where  no  fenfation  remains  ;  and  where  all  commu¬ 
nication  of  life  is  deftroyed  by  a  total  divijion  of  nerves 
and  blood  veffels :  but  this  I  apprehend  he  will  not 
be  hardy  enough  to  undertake,  as  the  abfurdity  is 
but  too  ftriking  to  every  reader  of  common  fenfe ; 
and  I  fhould  have  thought  that  no  man,  with  a  to¬ 
lerable  education  in  phyftck ,  or  a  moderate  jhare  of 
firaBice9  could  have  been  thus  ignorant  of  the  ge¬ 
neral  laws  of  the  animal  oeconomy,  and  of  the  firft 
principles  of  anatomy. 

Before  I  take  my  leave  of  this  part,  I  can’t  help 
obferving,  that  after  having  been  unjuftly  taxed 
for  what  is  affirmed  I  did  amifs  in  the  operation ; 
the  confequence  of  what  I  did  not  do,  is  meanly 
infinuated ;  and  Mr.  Benwell  is  alfo  made  to  fay, 
had  1  at  that  time  repofed  my  foie  confidence  in  you , 
the  torture,  ific^  Here  I  apprehend  the  writer 
has  forgot  what  Mr.  Benwell  has  been  made  to  af- 
fert,  that  he  knew  nothing  of  my  being  to  perform 
any  part  in  the  operation  ;  for  by  faying,  had  he 
repofed  his  foie  confidence ,  does  he  not  confefs  he 
repofed  fome?  and  as  he  allows  that  he  faw  me, 
and  knew  I  was  to  be  concerned  in  the  operation^ 
is  it  not  probable,  that  if  he  knew  not  the  very 
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fmrt  I  was  to  perform  ;  that  he  agreed  to  the 
fettlement  of  that  affair,  as  it  fhould  be  adjufled 
between  lis  ?  how  will  this  confeffion  otherwife 
be  reconciled  to  the  contradiction  above  mention’d  ? 

In  p.  27.  it  is  faid,  To  this  you  will  perhaps 
reply,  Mr.  Bromfield  has  allowed  your  part  of  the 
operation  to  be  well  done  \  he  did  undoubtedly  mdke 
feme  wonderful  conceffions  from  friendly  motives ,  being 
very  unwilling  to  expofe  you.  Will  the  world  be¬ 
lieve,  that  Mr.  Bromfield’s  friendfhip  towards  me 
Was  fo  great,  that  he  rather  chofe  to  expofe  him- 
felf  than  me  ?  and  declare  that  I  performed  an 
Operation  well,  which  was  done  ill,  even  at  a  time 
there  was  a  difagreement  between  us  ?  could  Mr. 
Bromfield,  or  any  man  of  honour,  who  had  a  re¬ 
gard  to  his  patient’s  welfare,  and  his  own  reputa¬ 
tion,  have  left  an  operation  unimproved,  had  there 
been  any  occafion  to  render  it  more  compleat  ? 
as  to  Mr.  Bromfield’s  declarations ;  they  are  flip- 
ported  by  the  teftimony  of  gentlemen,  whofe  ve¬ 
racity  cannot  be  doubted,  as  well  as  extra&s  from 
his  own  letters,,  which  I  fhall  prefently  infert. 

The  Declaration  on  Oath  of  Mr.  James 
Pen  ford,  Surgeon  and  Apothecary  at 
Bilhop- Waltham  in  Hampihire- 

THE  19th  day  of  May*  1759,  I  attended 
Mr.  Benwell,  with  Mr.  Aylett,  from  the 
beginning  of  Mr.  Benwelfs  accident  *,  and  I  de¬ 
clare  that  I  was  at  Mr.  Ben  well’s  houfe  fome  time 
before  the  amputation  of  his  leg,  and  heard  part 
of  the  conversation  between  Mr.  Bromfield  and 
Mr.  Aylett  in  the  parlour  ;  and  I  do  affirm,  that 
when  Mr.  Aylett  afked  Mr.  Bromfieid,  why  he 
was  fo  equipt  (feeing  him  in  a  drefs  for  operating) 


[  10  ] 

that  he  replied  it  was  at  the  requeft  of  Mr.  How¬ 
ard,  who  had  defired  him  to  cut  off  Mr.  Benwell’s 
leg  for  him  •,  that  on  this,  a  difputp  enfued  on  the 
propriety  of  Mr.  Bromfield’s  performing  the  ope¬ 
ration,  on  the  foie  requeft  of  Mr.  Howard  :  that 
I  foon  after,  with  fome  others,  by  defire,  quitted 
the  room,  and  left  Mr.  Bromfield  and  Mr.  Aylett 
together.  That  at  different  times  afterwards,  be¬ 
ing  in  the  next  room  through  which  they  paffed,  I 
faw  Mr.  Pitt  and  Mr.  Poppleton  feparately  enter 
the  parlour,  and  I  declare  Mr.  Poppleton  was  the 
laft  perfon,  who  went  into  the  faiei  parlour  ;  who 
alfo  on  his  return  through  the  next  room,  where 
I  was  fitting  with  fome  others,  expreffed  himfelf 
in  the  following  words,  That  every  thing  was  fettled ; 
and  Mr.  Bromfield  and  Mr.  Aylett  immediately 
followed  him  up  flairs.  That  Mr.  Aylett  was  a 
conftderable  time  in  Mr.  Benweil’s  bed-chamber 
before  the  operation,  and  that  no  cap  was  drawn 
upon  his  face,  till  the  moment  before  the  opera¬ 
tion  ;  which  was  done  by  Mr.  Aylett’s  direction. 
I  declare  alfo,  that  a  double  incifion  was  made  by 
Mr.  Aylett,  Mr.  Ploward  drawing  up  the  fkih, 
after  the  firft  incifion.  I  declare  that  I  faw  noun- 
fteadinefs  in  Mr.  Aylett’s  hand  during  his  opera¬ 
ting,  and  my  fituation  was  fuch,  as  I  held  the 
leg,  that  had  there  been  any  fuch  appearance,  I 
certainly  fliould  have  obferved  it :  as  to  Mr.  Ay¬ 
lett’s  attempting  to  faw  the  bones  prematurely,  I 
declare  that  Mr.  Aylett  made  no  fuch  attempt,  till 
the  membranes  had  been  firft  divided  by  Mr. 
Bromfield.  I  declare  alfo,  that  Mr.  Bromfield  af¬ 
ter  the  operation  was  over,  congratulated  Mr. 
Aylett  on  the  fuccefs  of  the  part  he  performed,  and 
affirmed,  that  there  was  fufficient  fkin  for  any  one 
to  have  left, 
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To  wit;  Sworn  before  me  one,  of  his  Majeity’s 
ju Rice's  of  the  peace  for  this  town  and  coun¬ 
ty  of  Southampton,  the  12  th  of  July,  1 760. 

W.  White.  James  Penfqrd. 

I  mufl  beg  leave  to  obferve  on  this  occafion,  that 
Mr.  Penford  ought  to  be  efteemed  no  very  incom¬ 
petent  judge  of  thefe  affairs,  as  he  ferv’d  a  regular 
apprenticefhip  in  London  ;  attended  the  hofpitals 
there,  and  lived  afterwards  in  Windfor  eleven 
years  ;  nine  of  which  he  was  an  affiflant  to  me  : 
during  which  time  he  faw  me  perform  feveral  am¬ 
putations,  with  many  other  capital  operations  in 
furgery. 

Thirteen  days  after  the  operation,  Mr.  Brom- 
field  declared,  in  the  prefenc^  of  feveral  gentlemen, 
that  the  amputation  of  Mr.  Benweli’s  leg  by  me 
was  well  performed  ;  with  this  addition,  that  the 
Rump  was  then  in  good  condition  :  5tis  unnecef- 
fary  indeed  to  mention  this  circumftance,  as  it  has 
not  been  denied  in  Mr.  Benwelfs  pamphlet. 

I  fhall  now  infert  fome  extracts  from  two  of 
Mr,  Bromheld’s  letters  to  me,  relative  to  this 
point ;  as  well  as  to  fome  others,  that  more  imme¬ 
diately  concern  Mr.  Benwell.  In  his  firfl  letter, 
dated  eight  days  from  the  operation,  he  fays,  &c# 

Extracts  from  Bromfield’s  Letter  to  Mr. 
Aylett,  dated  eight  Days  after  the  Ampin 
tation  of  Mr.  Benwcll’s  Leg. 

<c  As  an  apology  to  you  for  being  prepared  to 
<c  operate,  I  told  you,  that  Mr,  Howard  had  re- 
<c  quefted  me  to  perform  the  operation  for  him. — - 
ic  That  I  thought  you  as  capable  as  myfelf, 
or  any  other  of  the  profeifion,^ — -That  af- 
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n.  ter  dinner  on  friday,  fome  gentlemen  came  SnJ 
^  and  faid,  you  look’d  on  yourlelf  as  difcharg’d 
from  any  farther  attendance  on  Mr.  Benwell  ; 
(i  on  which  I  went  up  to  him,  and  told  him  what 
I  thought  was  right  in  refpect  to  you;  when  he 
4C  declared  he  never  had  the  leaft  thought  of  dif- 
?6  miffing  you,  the  wffiich  was  defired  by  me, that 
u  you  ffiould  be  made  acquainted  with.— What- 
ever  tittle  tattle,  ufual  in  country  towns  on 
•c  thefe  occafions,  and  propagated  by  oppofite 
*6  parties,  affure  yourfelf  they  have  no  foundation 
ec  from  me,  nor  has  any  thing  faid  to  your  pre- 
judice  ever  met  with  encouragement  from  me.— 
If  any  mifreprefentations  have  been  made  to 
<c  your  prejudice,  I  ffiall  always  take  the  greateft 
pleafure  in  contradicting  them,  whenever  you 
call  on  me  fo  to  dq^55 

Another  Extract  from  a  Letter  a  Month  after. 

65  I  am  much  concerned  to  hear  that  any  of  my 
people  fhould  propagate  any  thing  to  your  pre- 
judice,  1  hope  you  are  mi  (informed  ;  you  may 
be  affured  fuch  behaviour  is  not  countenanced 
by  me,  or  ever  will.  The  impertinence  and 
“  felf  conceit  of  young  men  in  the  profeffion,  is 
what  you  cannot  be  a  ftranger  to,  and  criti- 
dims  from  them,  is  what  the  fir  ft  operators  in 
**  town  are  liable  to  every  day  ;  in  cafe  it  ffiould 
ever  reach  their  ears,  they  are  always  defpifed 
“  by  men  of  eminence  in  the  profeffion  ;  never- 
thelefs,  if  you  defire  it,  I  will  enquire  into  the 
affair,  and  will  certainly  reprimand  any  of  my 
young  gentlemen,  if  they  ffiould  be  found  to 
blame?5 

I  ffiall  make  no  reflexions  either  on  the  above 
affidavit,  or  extracts,  as  they  are  obvious  to  every 
reader  ;  who  can  have  no  room  to  doubt  of  my 

having 
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having  performed  my  part  of  the  operation  pro-* 
perly.  But  with  an  air  of  triumph  it  is  faid. 
How  will  you  weaken  the  flrength  of  Mr. 
c-  Howard’s,  and  Mr.  Hartcup’s  evidence  againft 
you  ?”  Why,  I  think  nothing  is  more  eafy  to 
accomplifh  ;  as  to  the  former,  I  (hall  refer  him  to 
my  poflfcript ;  and  till  he  can  clear  up  the  affair 
there  mentioned,  I  ftiall  think  fuch  evidence  can 
be  of  no  weight  on  any  occafion  whatever :  as  to 
the  latter,  who  was  at  that  time  Mr.  Bromfield’s 
apprentice,  I  fhall  refer  him  to  the  above  letter 
of  his  mailer’s  ;  whofe  evidence  he  has  there  fuf- 
ficiently  invalidated,  and  taught  me  how  to  defpife . 

Mr.  Bromfield,  in  the  above  extraft,  fays, 
“  That  he  thought  me  as  capable  as  himfelf, 
<c  or  any  other  of  the  profeffion  :  ”  and  he 
has  exhibited  the  ftrongeft  proofs  that,  in  the 
amputation  of  Mr.  Ben  well’s  leg,  I  have  given 
him  no  reafon  to  be  of  a  different  opinion  *,  by 
his  refufing  to  fubmit  the  determination  of  the 
whole  affair  to  the  court  of  affiflants,  and  com¬ 
pany  of  furgeons  in  London,  who  are  undoubt¬ 
edly  the  proper  judges  in  matters  of  this  na¬ 
ture  ;  and  had  that  method  of  appeal  been  taken 
either  by  Mr.  Bromfield,  or  Mr.  Benwell,  for  to 
both  of  them  the  appeal  was  made,  there  could 
have  been  no  farther  altercation  on  this  fubjedl ; 
to  reject  a  propofal  of  appealing  for  judgment, 
to  an  impartial ,  and  proper  tribunal,  hath  ever 
been  confidered  as  equal  to  an  act  of  felf  con¬ 
demnation. 

The  ampqtation  being  well  performed,  and  the 
flump  allowed  by  Mr.  Bromfield,  at  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  13  days,  to  be  in  good  condition-,  this 
methinks  might  have  excufed  me  from  any  im¬ 
putation  of  mifbehaviour  in  the  operation  ;  not 
at  all,  it  feems,  I  am  to  be  made  accountable  for 

all 


r.  14 1 

all  the  incidental  confequences  of  the  cure,  how¬ 
ever  produced  ;  whether  they  might  arife  from 
neglect  on  one  fide,  or  ignorance  on  another. 

It  is  notorious,  that,  for  the  firft  fortnight  af¬ 
ter  the  amputation,  Mr.  Benwell  was  in  the  moll 
happy  fituation  that  could  be  wiflie'd  for  *,  the 
fymptornatie  fever  was  palled,  the  ftump  digefted, 
and  he  was  pronounced  to  be  out  of  danger  :  he 
was  vifited,  and  congratulated  thereon,  by  his 
friends,  and  indeed  was  fo  well,  as  to  be  removed 
into  another  room  :  but  at  this  time,  the  un nappy 
confequences  of  a  frefh  fever,  .acquired  perhaps 
by  this  premature  removal,  or  fome  other  irregu¬ 
larity,  began  to  difplay  themfeives  :  Mr.  Brom- 
field  could  no  longer  attend,  being  himfelf  con¬ 
fined  by  illnefs  ;  the  fever  daily  increafed  for  more 
than  a  fortnight,  and  defied  the  utmofl  fkill  of 
the  attending  phyfician  ;  the  alarms  were  great, 
frequent  and  daily  meflages  were  fent  tip  to  town 
for  Mr,  Rromfield’s  opinion  •,  yet,  during  this 
threatening  period,  no  other  furgeon  was  called  in  : 
the  flump  of  courfe,  now  affedted  by  the  fever, 
put  on  an  unfavorable  afpedl,  and  the  firfl  cla¬ 
mours  nvere  now  railed  about  the  unfkilful  opera- 
tion,  to  which  all  was  attributed  :  in  fhort,  the 
operating  furgeon  was  ungeneroufly  condemned, 
and  made  anfwerabie  for  the  conduct,  and  inex¬ 
perience  of  the  adting  phyfician  ;  who,  under  this 
dilemma,  called  no  one  in  to  his  afTiftance.  A 
particular  friend,  however,  of  the  patient’s,  tired 
out  with  the  repeated  bad  accounts  he  daily  re¬ 
ceived  of  Mr  BenwelFs  relapfe  *,  as  loon  as  he 
found  that  Mr.  Bromfield  had  not  attended  for 
fome  time,  infilled  on  proper  help  being  immedi¬ 
ately  fent  for*,  it  was  therefore,  through  the  means 
of  this  gentleman,  that  the  ferjeant  furgeons  were 
called  in, 
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We  are  told,  that  it  was  in  the  beginning  of  July 
Mr.  Benwell  was  deprived  of  Mr.  Bromfi eld’s  at¬ 
tendance ,  but  by  a  letter  of  his,  which  I  have  now 
by  me,  dated  the  30th  of  June,  he  there  tells  me, 
he  had  then  been  confined  to  his  room  nigh  a 
fortnight  \  confequently,  it  was  in  the  middle  of 
that  month  when  he  could  no  longer  attend  ;  this 
miftake,  I  fuppofe,  was  defignedly  made,  to  fliew 
that  there  had  been  no  negledl;  for  Mr.  Bromfield 
is  faid,  in  a  day  or  two  after ,  to  have  defined  Mr. 
Ranby,  and  Mr.  Hawkins,  to  make  Mr.  Ben- 
well  a  vifit. 

At  this  period  it  was  that  Mr.  Benwell  fays  his 
health  declined ,  and  his  flump  grew  larger ,  inftedd 
of  becoming  lefs ;  fo  that  it  was  thought  necegfary  to 
defire  Mr.  Bromfield ,  if  he  could  not  attend  him f elf ^ 
to  afk  the  favour  of  fome  eminent  fur  gem  in  London , 
to  make  him  a  vifit.  Lhe  mefiage  faid  to  be  return¬ 
ed  was,  ec  that  Mr.  Bromfield  hoped  he  fhould 

be  able  in  a  few  days  to  fee  Mr.  Benwell  him- 
c£  felf :  that  he  was  unwilling  any  furgeon  from  Lon* 
<c  don  Jhould  fee  in  what  manner  Mr.  Aylett  had  per - 
cc  formed  his  operation ,  becaufe  he  thought  it  would 
<4  hurt  his  character?  as  a  furgeon  A  Now  I  muft 
confefs,  that  till  Mr.  Bromfield  publickly  avows 
this  meilage,  I  muft  fufpend  my  belief  of  it,  and 
this  for  many  reafons.  Firft,  becaufe  I  think  Mr. 
Bromfield  could  not  have  been  guilty  of  fo  much 
barbarity  to  his  patient,  on  fo  trifling  a  confide- 
ration  ;  and  in  fo  calamitous  a  fituation  as  he  de- 
fcribes,  have  let  his  patient  lariguifh  two  days, 
without,  fending  the  aftiftance  demanded,  and  which 
he  muft  be  convinced  was  fo  much  wanted  ;  but 
the  reafon  afiigned  for  this  mod  extraordinary  neg- 
ledt,  convinces  me  ftill  more,  that  it  could  not  be 
true  :  for  Mr.  Bromfield,  but  a  fortnight  before 
had  publickly  declared  the  operation  to  be  well  per - 

I)  formed , 
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formed,  and  the  flump  to  he  in  good  condition  nay, 
at  this  very  time,  in  a  letter  to  me,  June  30,  be 
■ajfures  me,  that  he  would  not  countenance  any  thing 
propagated  to  my  prejudice  but  would  even  re-* 

-  primand  any  of  his  own  people  if  they  Ihould  be 
found  guilty  of  fuch  behaviour  :  this  certainly 
therefore  muft  be  a  trumped  up  (lory,  the  falfity 
of  which,  Mr.  Bromfield  will,  no  doubt,  think  in¬ 
cumbent  on  him  to  prove,  for  the  fake  of  his  own 
character. 

In  page  the  14th,  it  is  faid,  <c  That  it  was  an 
cc  inftance  of  very  ill-judged  deference  in  a  man 
“  who  wanted  to  filence  his  enemies,  and  con- 
**  vince  the  mailers  of  Eton  of  his  chirurgical  abi- 
*6  lities,  by  his  having  a  lhare  in  the  operation, 
C4  to  leave  the  principal  parts  to  his  coliegue.” 
As  to  my  enemies,  I  Ihall  pay  very  little  regard 
either  to  their  filence  or  clamour  ;  but  in  refpecl 
to  the  Masters,  whofe  good  opinion,  after  be¬ 
ing  fo  long  appointed  lurgeon  at  Eton  fchool,  I 
hope  in  fome  meafure  to  have  merited  ;  it  cer¬ 
tainly  would  have  been  an  ill-judged  compliment 
to  them,  as  well  as  a  ridiculous  attempt  in  me, 
to  have  endeavoured  to  impofe  on  their  difcern- 
ment,  by  fuch  partial  abilities ,  as  jharing  an  ope¬ 
ration,  which  is  much  eafier  performed,  than 
many  others  of  very  little  Teeming  confequence. 
Indeed  I  flatter  myfelf,  that  my  appointment  there 
derives  its  foundation  from  a  more  general  know¬ 
ledge  in  my  profeffion  ;  otherwife  I  apprehend,  that 
I  fliould  not  for  fo  many  years  have  been  conti¬ 
nued,  as  I  now  am,  in  fo  important  a  truft. 

The  author  in  page  25  fays,  from  Mr.  Sharp's 
quotation  •,  “  by  cutting  down  to  the  bone  at 

once,  and  fa  wing  it  direcllv,  the  confequence 
“  was,  that  the  fkin  and  flefh  withdrew  them- 
“  felves,  &c.  this,  fays  Mr.  Benwell,  is  my  cafe.5* 

'  How 
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How  the  withdrawing  the  flejh  can  be  reconciled 
with  the  charge  alledged  againft  me  in  page  the 
36rh,  where  it  is  affirmed,  I  left  too  great  a  portion 
of  mufcle  (or  fleffi)  I  know  not.  Had  I  fiafhed 
down  to  the  bone  in  the  manner  afferted,  there 
poftibly  might  have  been  too  much  hone  left ,  and 
too  little  Jkin  and  mufcle  •,  but  the  very  contrary  to 
this  is  affirmed  by  Mr.  Bromfield,  who  has  de¬ 
clared,  that  there  was  fufficient  fkin  for  any  one  to 
have  left  \  and  by  this  very  charge  againft  me,  it 
is  affirmed,  that  there  was  too  great  a  portion  of 
mufcle  left ;  I  ffiall  leave  thefe  contradictory  accounts 
to  be  reconciled  by  the  ingenious  author,  who 
feems  to  have  a  ftrange  fatality  attending  his  rea¬ 
ligning  *,  and  whatever  medical  attainments  he  may 
poffiefs,  it  is  plain,  as  Falftaff  fays  of  Honour, 
that  he  has  no  frail  in  furgery. 

The  affair  of  dreffing  the  ftump  the  hrff  time, 
has  been  already  fo  fully  replied  to  in  my  fir  ft 
pamphlet,  where  Mr.  Bromfield  has  acknowledged 
the  impropriety  of  his  conduct  at  that  period  ; 
that  I  ffiall  not  trouble  the  reader  with  a  repetition 
on  that  head  *,  nor  can  I  think  it  worth  while  af¬ 
ter  that,  to  anfvver  the  trifling  interrogatories  now 
advanced. 

In  page  the  34th,  it  is  faid,  “  As  to  the  di- 
<c  geftion  of  the  ftump,  the  ferjeant  furgeons  found 
“  no  fault  with  it.”  If  fo,  is  it  not  a  demonftra- 
tion,  that  the  caufe  of  the  fever  did  not  arife 
from  any  thing  which  paft  in  the  operation  ?  for 
certainly  the  wound,  had  it  been  the  caufe  of  the 
fever,  could  not  have  been  in  a  good  condition  \ 
unlefs  that  which  is  good  in  itfelf  can  produce 
bad  confequences. 

After  this,  it  is  added,  cc  With  regard  to  the 
ct  cure  of  the  fever,  they  know  they  gave  no  direc - 
f  tions  about  ltd3  This  is  the  moft  extraordinary 
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after tion  I  ever  met  with  by  this  account,  one 
might  be  induced  to  believe,  that  thefe  gentlemen 
did  nothing  -s  for  as  to  the  digeftion  of  the  flump 
they  found  no  fault  with  it  j  and  with  regard  to  the 
cure  of  the  fever,  they  know  they  gave  no  directions 
about  it.  What !  would  the  phyfician  then  mono-  , 
polize  an  honour  he  has  fcarce  pretentions  to 
fhare  in  ?  Can  the  great  abilities  of  thefe  gen¬ 
tlemen  be  fo  {lightly  fpoke  of,  by  one  who  in  all 
probability  is  indebted  to  them  for  his  life  ?  were 
repeated  bleedings,  purges,  and  vomit,  no  direc¬ 
tions  for  the  cure  of  a  fever  ?  if  they  were  then 
thought  fo  highly  neceiTary,  why  were  theyfo  long 
poftponed  ?  the  (late  of  blood,  which  now  appear¬ 
ed  inflamed  to  a  great  degree,  was  a  convincing 
proof  of  the  neceffity  of  them,  as  well  as  of  their 
earlier  life  ,  and  evidently  demonflrated  the  im¬ 
propriety  of  the  bark,  given  under  fuch  circum- 
ifances  :  the  well  known  clamour  of  the  day  was, 
that  a  frefli  amputation  was  to  be  made,  but  thefe 
well  timed  evacuations,  directed  by  thefe  gentle¬ 
men,  prevented  the  operation,  and  faved  the  pa¬ 
tient  ,  a  circumftance  which  a  little  longer  delay, 
perhaps,  would  have  rendered  impoffible.  What 
a  pitiful  refoiirce  !  to  charge  the  bad  fymptoms  of 
a  fever,  which  had  now  continued  nigh  three 
weeks,  to  an  operation  that  had  been  performed 
live  weeks  before  v  a  fortnight  after  which,  the 
patient  was  fo  well,  as  to  be  removed  into  ano¬ 
ther  room. 


tc 


At  length  ’tis  faid,  <£  As  to  a  compleat  cure, 
1  I  am  now  forry  to  fay,  that  is  ftill  (I  am  a- 
fraid)  at  a  very  great  diftance.5’  Here  1  am 
charged  "with  a  falfity,  but  I  mud  beg  leave  to 
obferve,  that,  if  the  cure  is  not  compleat,  I  was 
led  into  this  mift&ke  by  Mr.  Bromheld  himfelf, 
who,  feven  months  ago,  congratulated  Mr,  Ben- 
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well  on  his  happy  recovery ,  in  the  very  firft  page- 
of  his  letter  to  him — And,  indeed,  it  may  rea- 
fonably  be  afked  Mr.  Bromffeld,  if  the  whole 
affair  is  not  in  a  better  ftate,  than  ever  he 
expelled  it  would  be,  before  the  operation  *,  for 
he  has  declared  in  his  narrative,  page  9,  that  the 
fuccefs  attending  it ,  was  not  at  that  time  very  pro¬ 
bable,  as  the  mufcles  were  greatly  contufed ,  and  the 
patient  of  a  full  habit  of  body. 

But  what  furgeon  will  not  acknowledge,  that, 
during  a  feverifh  ftate,  the  moft  fimple  wound 
cannot  be  brought  into  a  healing  condition  ?  and 
can  it  be  then  wondered  at,  that  a  large  ftump,  in 
a  full  habit,  attended  with  a  fever  for  three  weeks^ 
fhould,  inftead  of  becoming  lefs ,  grow  larger  ?  all 
the  efforts  of  external  furgery,  can,  in  fuch  cafe, 
avail  little  j  for,  till  the  original  caufe,  the  fever, 
is  removed,  the  wound  will  grow  worfe,and  will  of¬ 
ten  continue  gleeting  and  difcharging  till  the  patient 
finks.  Whether  this  would  not  have  been  the  cafe 
here,  if  the  ferjeant  furgeons  had  not  come  op¬ 
portunely  down,  may  very  reafonably  be  conjec¬ 
tured,  from  the  very  different  treatment  of  the 
patient,  and  the  fudden  alteration  of  every  fymp- 
tom  afterwards  for  the  better. 

Having  thus  proved  that  the  principal  caufe, 
which  brought  Mr.  Benwell  into  fo  much  danger, 
was  a  fever,  in  confequence  of  fome  circumftance 
independent  of  the  operation  ;  I  fhall  proceed  to 
anfwer  the  charge  alledged  againft  me  by  Mr. 
Benwell,  that  1  left  too  great  length  of  flump,  and 
too  large  a  portion  of  mufcles.  Now  in  anfwer  to 
the  firft  part  of  the  accufation,  I  fay,  if  it  were 
true,  the  charge  fhould  be  general,  for  Mr,.  Brom- 
field  and  Howard  are  equally  culpable  with  me  ; 
the  part  operated,  on,  being  always  unanimoufly 
agreed  on,  by  the  furgeons  prefent  •,  as  to  the 
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portion  of  mufcle,  faid  to  be  left *,  if  true  alfo,  why 
was  it  not  retrenched  ?  nothing  could  have  been 
more  eafily  effected,  had  Mr.  Brom field  thought 
it  the  leaft  neceffary :  perhaps ,  it  is  faid,  you  had 
done  too  much  to  he  undone  \  the  accufation  above 
mentioned  proves  to  the  contrary,  for  I  had  not 
done  enough  ^  according  to  that  charge,  I  had 
left  too  great  a  portion  of  mujcle  •,  an  error,  had  it 
been  fo,  certainly  of  the  right  fide  *,  as  the 
redundancy  could  fo  readily  have  been  removed, 
while  the  lofs  of  mufcle  could  never  have  been  re- 
ftored.  But  is  it  to  be  conceived  that  Mr.  Bro in¬ 
field  could  Hand  paflively  by,  and  not  remedy 
this  fuppofed' 'imperfect  operation,  which  might  fo 
eafily  have  been  redreffed  ?  could  he  take  an  un- 
finidied  (lump  under  his  care,  and  drefs  it  up  in 
this  imperfedt  (late  ?  could  he  reconcile  fuch  con¬ 
duct,  either  to  his  duty  to  his  patient,  or  to  his 
own  breaft  ?  the  barbarity  of  a  b  by  lock  could  not 
with  the  lead  propriety  have  been  imputed  to  him ; 
nor  could  there  have  been  the  lead  danger  of  the. 
patient’s  finking  under  fo  trifling  a  reform  :  but  as 
Mr.  Bromfield  has  at  various  times  declared  the 
operation  to  be  well  done,  I  diall  make  no  fur¬ 
ther  reply  to  fo  malicious  a  luggedion. 

Such  being  the  true  refult  of  the  charge  againd 
me,  in  not  performing  the  operation  in  a  proper 
manner  \  1  might  here  red  my  defence,  in  regard 
to  this  article  ;  but  as  fome  other  objections’  are 
darted  in  regard  to  the  operation,  it  may  be  thought 
neceffary,  that  I  fhould  reply  to  them.  I  am  alk- 
ed,  Why  was  I  fo  obdinately  refolved  to  force 
ii  myielf  into  a  principal  fhare  of  the  difagree- 
84  able  office  of  cutting  off  my  friend’s  leg  ?  there 
45  l  am  afraid  the  furgeon  got  the  better  of  the 
44  man.’3  The  reafon  is  evident,  becaufe  Mr. 
Bromfield  thought  me  as  well  qualified  as  him  f elf,  or 
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any  other  of  the  profejfion  and  certainly  Mr.  Ben- 
well,  being  my  friend,  offered  no  reafon  why  I 
ffiould  refign  the  right  of  operating,  where  the 
patient  could  receive  no  prejudice  thereby  *,  and  I 
myfelf  muff,  by  an  acquiefcence  in  an  incapacity 
of  performing  the  operation  :  if  a  furgeon  is  to 
decline  performing  capital  operations,  becaufe  the 
patients  are  his  friends,  I  fhould  be  glad  to  know 
where  he  is  to  expedt  to  find  bufinefs  ?  furely  not 
among  his  enemies  ! 

At  length  it  is  difcovered,  that  the  true  reafon 
of  my  unwillingnefs  to  comply,  feems  to  have 
arifen  from  the  fear  of  being  confidered  as  a  man 
not  equal  to  the  performance  of  the  operation  ? 
and  pray  was  not  thisa  very  reafonable  apprehenfion? 
and  who  that  had  abilities  would  afford  his  ene¬ 
mies  the  pretext  of  fuch  an  imputation  ?  after 
this,  page  6,  it  is  continued,  “  and  I  muff  not 
<c  fuppofe,  that  you  had  the  lead  ambition  to  be 
“  pointed  at  by  the  gaping  vulgar,  as  a  perfori 
“  who  had  cut  off  a  man’s  leg  at  Eton”  Indeed, 
the  fuppofition  is  very  juft,  I  had  no  ambition  of 
that  kind  •,  nor  had  I  any  inclination  to  be  point¬ 
ed  at,  as  one  who  was  obliged  to  fend  to  London 
for  a  furgeon,  to  cut  off  a  man’s  leg  at  Eton  ^  as 
if  I  was  unequal  to  the  operation. 

As  to  the  infmuation  of  my  never  before  having 
cut  off  a  leg,  Mr.  Benwell  might  have  laved  him- 
felf  much  trouble  in  his  enquiries  on  this  head, 
had  he  but  put  the  queftion  to  his  family  furgeon  , 
who  could  have  informed  him,  if  his  memory  has 
not  again  failed  him,  that  he  was  prefent  at 
fuch  an  operation,  which  I  performed  20  years 
ago.  The  charge  of  an  unfteady  hand ,  is  what  I 
little  expedted  to  come  from  a  man  who  had  a*dou- 
hie  cotton  cap  over  bis  eyes  ;  but  as  this  malevolent 
accufation  is  fo  fully  replied  to,  and  refuted  by  Mr. 
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Penford,  on  oath,  who  did  fee  me  operate  ;  1 
fhall  treat  both  the  falfity,  and  the  inference  drawn 
from  it,  with  that  contempt  it  deferves. 

Why  the  part  of  the  operation  I  performed  was 
concealed  from  Mr.  Benwell  for  three  weeks,  may 
pofiibly  be  accounted  for.- — I  am  honoured,  it  is 
true,  with  the  appellation  of  his  friend,  a  title  he 
well  knows  I  have  long  fmce  renounced  ;  nor 
fhould  I  have  been  called  in  on  this  occation,  had 
not  the  emergency  and  danger  of  the  cafe  alarmed 
him,  and  demanded  my  affiftance  :  his  friends 
\  however,  diffatisfied  with  this  ftep,  were  deter¬ 
mined,  on  Mr.  Bromheld’s  arrival,  to  get  me  re¬ 
moved  ;  and  on  that  account  railed  all  thofe  diffi¬ 
culties  in  regard  to  the  operation  :  not  fucceeding 
in  this  point,  they  were  determined,  as  has  fince 
appeared,  to  conceal  from  him  my  being  fo  prin - 
dally  concerned  in  the  operation;  that  there  might 
be  a  pretext  for  Mr.  Howard,  the  other  furgeon, 
who  did  not  operate  at  all,  to  have  the  future  care 
of  the  flump  :  this  fucceeded,  and  Mr,  Benwell, 
the  firfh  day  it  was  dreffed,  was  pleafed  to  tell  me, 
that  for  the  future  Mr.  Howard  was  to  have  the 
care  of  it  :  I  inftantly  faw  through  the  arti¬ 
fice,  and  after  fuch  a  palpable  affront  put  on  me, 
immediately  took  my  leave.  Could  1  have  reafon 
to  believe,  that  four  days  after,  he  knew  not  that 
I  was  principally  concerned  in  the  operation  ?  could 
I,  after  he  had  made  the  above  declaration  to  me, 
expoftulate  with  him  on  what  I  took  to  be  a  diff 
miffion  in  form  ?  no  ;  I  found  myfelf  ill-treated, 
and  retired  with  difdain  ;  I  renounced  all  private 
inter  eft ,  and  regulated  my  condudl  by  the  unge¬ 
nerous  treatment  I  met  with  :  but  to  proceed  in 
my  examination  ; 

In  the  2 2d  page,  Mr.  Benwell  fays,  “  You  pre- 
“  tend  to  have  fhewn  Mr.  Poppleton  part  of  your 
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<4  pamphlet  before  it  was  printed. — This  is  ano¬ 
ther  fpecimen  of  your  ftridfc  veracity,  for  that 
performance  was  not  only  printed,  but  pub- 
li fhed,  when  you  carried  the  fheets  to  him*— 
You  told  him  you  expected  the  pamphlets  at 
44  Windfor  in  the  afternoon ;  they  accordingly 
44  came,  and  were  at  that  time  publiffied  in  Lon- 
44  don/’  When  a  man  will  dare  to  affirm  fuch 
notorious  falfities  to  the  public,  he  muff  be  loft 
to  all  fenfe  of  ffiame  ,  his  folly,  or  affurance  muft 
be  amazingly  great  indeed  ;  as  lo  flagrant  an  im- 
pofltion  could  not  long  efcape  detection  :  I  fo- 
lemnly  declare  then,  that,  when  I  waited  on  Mr. 
Poppleton  with  the  fir  ft  proof  ffieet,  there  was  no 
other  part  printed  off ;  nor  was  the  pamphlet  pub¬ 
lished  till  three  days  after-,  as  the  printer,  pub¬ 
lisher,  and  many  others  will  atteft — But  had  phis 
really  been  the  cafe,  the  fadts  contained  in  it  ftand 
unimpeached  by  Mr.  Poppleton  ;  as  the  day  after 
publication,  he  avowed  the  truth  of  them  to  the 
Reverend  Mr.  Willis  :  could  he  have  allowed  that 
to  be  true  when  published,  which  he  would  have 
allowed  to  be  falfe  before  it  was  printed  ? — And 
could  Mr.  Benwell  venture  to  J peak  the  truth ,  in  a 
cafe  which  fo  nearly  concerns  him ,  he  need  not  fear 
being  abhorred  for  his  malevolence. 

It  is  afferted,  as  Mr.  Benwell  fays,  on  the  tefti- 
mony  of  three  furgeons  prefent,  viz.  Mr.  Howard, 
Mr.  Bromfield,  and  his  Apprentice,  that  I  did  not 
make  a  double  incifion.  Now  I  abfolutely  affirm  this 
alfo  to  be  falfe  •,  Mr.  Penford,  a  furgeon  prefent,  has 
declared  on  oath  that  I  did  perform  the  double  inci¬ 
fion  \  and  the  following  paffage  from  a  letter  of 
Mr.  Bromfield’s  to  me  confirms  it  :  he  fays, 
44  You  took  off  the  limb,  I  fecured  the  blood 
44  veffels,  Mr.  Howard  drew  up  the  skin-, 
f  and  managed  the  tourniquet ;  the  operation  was 
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44  thus  finifhed,  and  every  one  Teemed  Tatisfied  as 
44  I  thought.55 — Gentlemen  of  the  profeflion  know, 
that  drawing  up  the  Jkin ,  is  the  ftep  previous  to 
the  fecond  incifion :  it  is  evident  then,  that  three 
furgeons  affirm  the  dire<5l  contrary  to  Mr.  Ben- 
welfts  declaration  •,  one  of  whom  is  Mr.  Bro in¬ 
field  himfelf ;  who  declares  alfo,  that  every  one  as 
he  thought ,  feemed  fatisfied  with  the  operation  :  now 
as  this  is  an  affection  of  Mr.  Benwell’s  only,  whofe 
veracity,  as  appears  above,  is  not  to  be  relied  on ; 
and  the  teftimony  of  my  witneffes  is  fupported 
by  the  oath  of  one,  and  the  hand  writing  of  the 
other,  I  apprehend  that  I  need  fay  no  more  con¬ 
cerning  this  dreadful  operation . 

In  the  29th' page  it  is  affirmed,  44  that  nothing 
4C  can  be  more  falfe  than  my  faying  Mr.  Ren  well 
46  defired  to  fee  me  again,  and  even  Tent  repeated 
44  meffages  to  that  effedl  f—  If  the  reader  will 
pleafe  to  caff  his  eye  on  the  iirft  extract  from  Mr. 
Brpmfield’s  letter  to  me,  he  will  find  the  follow¬ 
ing  words  :  44  After  dinner  on  Friday  Tome  gen- 
44  tletneo  came  in,  and  faid,  you  looked  on  your- 
64  fe If  as  difcharged  from  any  farther  attendance 
44  on  Mr.  Benwejl  *,  on  which  I  went  up  to  him, 
44  and  told  him  what  I  thought  was  right  in  re- 
44  fpedt  to  you  ;  when  he  declared  he  never  had 
46  the  leaft  thought  of  difmiffing  you  ;  the  which 
44  was  defined  by  me  that  you  Jhould  be  acquainted 
44  with.9'  I  could  produce  other  proofs  of  this 
kind  *,  but  the  reader,  I  imagine  by  this  time, 
muff  be  fatisfied,  by  thefe  bold  affirmations,  of 
the  little  regard  Mr.  Ben  well  pays  to  truth. 

He  fays,  44  He  never  meant  to  infinuate,  nor 
44  ever  faid  he  did  not  fee  me  in  the  room,  juft 
44  before  the  operation,  of  which  things  I  moft 
44  unjuftly  accufe  him  — Let  us  examine  his  own 
words,  in  his  printed  letter  to  Mr.  Bromfield  ,  they 
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are  the  following,  cc  fo  far  was  I  from  giving  my 
“  confent  to  his  doing  any  part  of  the  operation, 
<c  that  I  told  him,  I  had  infilled  on  your  doing 
<c  it  ;  on  which  he  faid  he  muft  then  talfe  his 
<c  leave,  and  went  down  (lairs-,  and  I  do  declare, 
tc  that  had  I  thought  he  had  a  knife  employed 
ec  on  me,  I  do  believe  I  fhould  have  funk  under 
“  the  operation.5’  Now  if  thefe  words  do  not 
both  infinuate  and  imply  that  I  had  taken  my  leave 
of  him,  and  was  gone  down  llairs  about  my  bu~ 
finefs,  I  know  not  what  can  :  certain  it  is,  they  were 
thus  generally  undei  flood  by  everybody  :  but  to  put 
this  matter  out  of  doubt,  it  is  notorious,  that  for  fe- 
veral  weeks  he  propagated  this  falfe  tale,  as  num¬ 
bers  both  here  and  at  Eton  will  teftify  •,  and  that  I 
took  an  advantage  of  blind-folding  him,  to  aft  as 
I  did  ;  other  wife  he  never  fhould  have  fuffered 
me  to  operate  on  him  at  all  •,  as  he  had  concluded 
when  I  took  my  leave,  that  I  v/as  gone  home  : 
it  was  this  circumltance  that  induced  his  family 
furgeon  to  declare,  that  he  would  fwear  to  the  im- 
poflibility  of  his  feeing  me,  as  he  himfelf  pulled 
the  cap  over  his  eyes,  before  I  came  into  the  room: 
how  this  affair  is  fhuffkd  over,  at  the  expence  of 
Mr.  Howard’s  veracity,  muff  be  obvious  to  every 
reader.  But  as  Mr.  Benwell  now  denies  all  this, 
I  have  the  authority  of  a  gentleman  of  the  ftrifteft 
honour  to  declare,  that  Mr.  Benwell  told  the  above 
particulars  to  an  intimate  friend  of  his  •,  who  was 
greatly  furprifed  when  he  heard  that  it  was  intirely 
falfe  from  beginning  to  end  :  fhould  the  above 
fact  be  at  all  difputed,  the  names  of  the  gentle¬ 
men  fhall  be  produced  whenever  I  am  called  on. 

I  am  forry  to  find  myfelf  under  a  neceilityof  replying 
to  another  charge  of  falfity  alledged  againft  me  by 
Mr.  Benwell,  who  fays,  fcC  When  you  impofed  on 
“  Mr.  Bromfield,  you  declared  I  had  defir cd  you 
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to  fettle  the  operation  between  yourfelves.  You 
“  likewife  afferted  the  fame  falfky  to  the  Mas- 
“  ters  of  Eton  School,  and  this  I  have  their 
<c  leave  to  mention.”— I  muft  confefs,  that  I  was 
both  furprized  and  concerned  to  fee  fuch  refpeda- 
bie  names  introduced  on  this  occafion,  in  order 
to  prove  what  I  had  never  difowned  to  thefe  gen¬ 
tlemen,  and  many  others,  to  whom  I  had  made 
the  fame  declaration  *,  and  which  I  ftill  affirm  to 
be  neither  falfity,  nor  impofition.  The  true  ftate. 
of  this  cafe  is  as  follows  ; 

When  I  waited  on  Mr.  Poppleton  five  or  fix 
months  after  Mr.  Benwell’s  accident,  and  foon  af¬ 
ter  Mr.  Brumfield’s  publication  of  his  pamphlet  j 
in  order  to  be  informed,  among  many  other  af¬ 
fairs,  of  Mr.  Ben  well’s  verbal  confent  to  Mr.  Pop¬ 
ple  ton’s  propofal,  relative  to  the  operation  ;  he 
was  pleafed  to  tell  me,  that  he  could  not  at  that 
diftance  of  time  charge  his  memory  with  that  par- 
ticular  circumftance  ^  and  as  I  had  made  a  point 
of  advancing'  nothing,  but  what  I  could  fupport 
by  the  teflimony  of  others ;  I  was  advifed  by 
my  friends  to  omit  this  declaration,  as  they  thought 
Mr.  Benwell’s  confent  was  fufficiendy  clear  with¬ 
out  it.  As  1  certainly  had  a  right  to  make  ufe 
of  what  arguments  I  thought  moft  proper  in  my 
defence,  it  is  not  be  wondered  at,  that  I  did  not 
chufe  to  reft  this  point  on  my  own  teflimony  : 
but  furely  the  omiftion  of  this  circumftance  in 
my  former  account,  by  no  means  proves  the  fal¬ 
fity  of  the  afiertion ;  or  that  it  is  lefs  true,  be- 
caufe  Mr.  Poppleton  did  not  recollect  it  ;  nor 
is  it  proved  that  thefe  gentlemen  were  impofed 
on,  becaufe  they  gave  Mr.  Ben  well  leave  to  men¬ 
tion  the  fad  which  I  had  related  to  them. 

With  what  propriety  I  am  charged  with  draw¬ 
ing  the  attention  of  the  public  from  the  principal 
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view,  by  fixing  it  on  improper  objects,  I  am  at  a 
lofs  to  conceive.  Can  the  court  of  afftjlants  be 
thought  fuch  on  this  occafion  ?  Does  it  not  be¬ 
long  to  them  to  decide  whether  operations  in  fur- 
gery  are  well  or  ill  performed  ?  can  thefe  points 
be  called  the  punctilios  of  bufinefs  ?  if  Mr.  Ben- 
well  and  his  friends  had  been  defirous  of  obtain¬ 
ing  truth,  and  of  determining  this  objedt  of  our 
difpute,  they  would  have  accepted  the  propofal 
I  long  fince  publicly  made,  of  leaving  the  deci- 
fion  of  it  to  this  judicious  and  impartial  court  : 
the  public  then  would  no  longer  have  been  trou¬ 
bled  with  an  altercation,  which  is  in  general  fo  little 
underdood  ;  nor  would  falfe  and  evafive  argu¬ 
ments  have  been  fought  for,  to  deceive  and  mif- 
lead,  when  the  truth  might  thus  readily  have  been 
afcertained. 

Thus  have  I,  in  the  mod  plain  and  perfpicu- 
ous  manner,  replied  to  every  charge  alledged  a- 
gaind  me,  relative  to  the  operation  ;  and  1  hope 
have  thoroughly  acquitted  myfelf  of  the  many  bafe 
imputations  and  falfities that  have  been  fomalicioudy 
advanced  :  but  before  I  conclude,  I  mud  beg  to  be 
indulged  this  obfervation ;  that  hard  would  be  the  lot 
of  furgeoirs,  if  they  were  to  be  made  accountable  for 
every  incidental  fymptom  after  their  operations  •,  as 
the  caufes  are  numberlefs,  which  may  defeat  the  end 
of  the  .very  bed  :  and  I  can’t  help  faying,  that  I 
think  my  cafe  is  Angularly  fo ;  to  be  called  on 
more  than  twelve  months  after,  to  defend  the  per¬ 
formance  of  an  operation,  which  for  the  fird  fort¬ 
night  had  not  the  lead  imputation  thrown  on  it ; 
to  be  made  accountable  for  a  long  train  of  illnefs, 
which  has  been  proved,  could  not  arife  from  the 
operation  to  be  deprived  of  the  fatisfaedion  of 
drefling  a  dump  I  had  formed,  and  of  being  an  eye 
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witnefs  to  the  changes  it  underwent  by  the  fever* 
or  other  incidental  fymptoms  ;  to  be  denied  a  fair 
trial  before  my  proper  judges,  though  frequently 
demanded  ;  and  as  it  appears  from  the  begin¬ 
ning,  that  there  was  fo  little  profped  of  fuccefs. 
in  a  man  turn'd  of  fifty,  of  a  grofs  fanguine 
habit,  naturally  not  over  temperate,  and  in  the 
midft  of  the  fummer  feafon  ;  ’tis  hard,  I  fay,  to 
be  made  anfwerable  for  the  unfavourable  fymp¬ 
toms  which  might  naturally  be  expe&ed  from  fuch 
a  conditution  independent  of  the  operation.  But 
I  flatter  myfelf,  that  the  judicious  and  impartial 
will  fee  through  the  unjuft  charge^  to  whom  I  ap¬ 
prehend  it  will  evidently  appear,  that  had  the  in¬ 
cidental  fever,  which  enfued  after  the  patient’s 
firft  removal  into  another  room,  been  taken  off  in 
time  by  proper  evacuations  ;  the  dangerous  fymp¬ 
toms  arifing  from  it,  which  fo  long  continued, 
and  neceffarily  affedted  the  flump,  had  thereby  been 
removed  •,  and  the  fubfequent  inconveniencies, 
which  have  fince  attended  it,  and  retarded  the  cure, 
had  moft  probably  alfo  been  prevented  ;  and  as  I 
never  faw  the  flump  after  the  amputation,  and  of 
courfe  could  not  be  concerned  in  the  dreffing  it ; 
furely  no  confequenees  of  this  kind  can  with  juflice 
be  imputed  to  me. 

As  this  deficiency  in  chirurgical  knowledge  is  a 
new  charge,  and  of  the  mofl  import,  I  have  been 
more  particular  about  it ;  but  as  Mr.  Benwell 
chiefly  reds  his  accufation  upon  another  point, 
viz.  that  I  difputed  the  right  a  man  has  to  ap¬ 
point  his  own  furgeon,  and  operated  againfl  his 
confent,  or  rather  exprefs  prohibition  ;  and  as  the 
baffled  affertions  upon  this  fubjedl  have  been  re¬ 
inforced  with  fome  frefh  fupplies,  I  am  content 
once  more  to  give  this  matter  a  thorough  exami¬ 
nation— I  fhali  date  Mr.  Poppleton’s  affidavit  at 
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length,  that  the  reader  may  fee  that,  and  the  ar¬ 
guments  with  which  it  fhall  be  confronted,  in 
their  full  light,  and  becaufe  I  would  not  lofe  any 
advantages  which  this  affidavit  fo  plentifully  fup- 
plies  me  with,  towards  clearing  up  my  conduct  in 
this  particular. 

The  declaration  of  Thomas  Poppleton,  of 
New  Windfor,  in  the  County  of  Berks, 
Esquire. 

As  I  was  fitting  by  the  fide  of  Mr,  BenwelT s  bed9 
in  the  afternoon  of  the  day  that  he  had  the  misfortune 
to  break  his  leg ,  Mr,  Aylett  came  to  him ,  and  afked 
him ,  if  it  was  his  defire  that  Mr.  Bromfield  Jhould 
take  off  his  leg :  Mr.  Benwell  anfwered  it  was  :  upon 
which ,  Mr.  Aylett  replied ,  he  muft  then  take  his 
leave.  As  he  was  going  out  of  the  room ,  1  faid  to 
him ,  thofe  affairs  had  better  be  fettled  below  fairs . 
My  defiign  in  faying  this ,  was  to  prevent  Mr.  Ben - 
welds  having  any  further  follicitations  on  fo  dif agree¬ 
able  a  fubjebl\  and  fo  far  was  Mr.  Benwell  from 
confenting  to  my  propofal ,  that  1  am  not  certain  he 
heard  me  make  it ;  for  he  took  no  notice  of  it ,  nor 
made  the  leaf:  anfwer  to  it.  And  indeed ,  it  may  be 
very  reafonably  fuppofed ,  that  his  attention  at  that 
time  was  fully  engaged  upon  matters  of  greater  im¬ 
portance.  About  half  an  hour  after  this ,  Mr.  Ben¬ 
well  complained  of  being  in  great  pain ,  and  was  very 
uneafy  that  his  furgeons  fo  long  deferred  the  opera¬ 
tion  :  upon  which  I  immediately  went  down  flairs  to 
Mr.  Bromfield  and  Mr.  Aylett ,  and  defined  to  know 
if  they  were  ready  :  they  anfwered,  they  were  c'oming 
up  :  but  fo  far  was  I  from  making  any  report  to  Mr, 
Benweld s  friends ,  that  the  furgeons  had  fettled  the 
part  that  each  was  to  take  in  the  operation ,  that  I 
declare  I  faw  none  of  them ,  nor  did  1  believe  Mr, 
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Aylett  was  to  perform  any  part  of  the  operation ,  which 
required  the  ufe  of  the  knife,  till  I faw  it  in  his  hand, 
juft  at  the  inftant  Mr.  Benwell  had  been  taken  from 
his  bed ,  and  placed  on  the  table ;  when  it  was  too 
late  for  me  to  offer  to  interfere ,  as  fuch  a  ftep  muft , 
in  all  probability ,  have  greatly  affebled  Mr.  Benwell , 

Thomas  Foppleton. 

Sworn  before  me,  one 
of  his  majefty’s  juf- 
tices  of  the  peace 
for  the  county  of 
Berks,  this  fifth  day 
of  February,  1760. 

Richard  Tonfon. 

The  writer  having  introduced  Mr.  Foppleton 
in  this  Hi  ape  to  the  public,  thinks  it  necdTary  to 
make  feme  apology  for  him,  as  men  ufually  do, 
when  they  bring  a  perfon  into  company  which  he 
has  notorioufiy  abufed  before,  and  with  much 
gravity  proceeds  thus— “  This  is  the  declaration  of 
Mr.  Foppleton  upon  oath  before  a  magiftrate  :  it 
is  not  a  fcory,  compiled  from  his  unguarded  ex- 
' IC  preffions ,  which  might  have  been  drawn  from  him 
“  perhaps  by  praTifing  upon  his  good  nature — -A 
man  who  loves  peace,  often  foftens  the  rigour  of 
truth  in  common  converfation  *,  but  the  folemnity 
44  of  an  oath  admits  of  no  palliation  of  fadls  \  and 
44  forces  an  honeft  man  to  fpeak  out  his  real  fenti- 
“  ments 

Now  to  wave  the  firfi  paragraph,  which  carries 
its  own  infignificance  upon  the  face  of  it,  I  fhall 
obferve  a  little  upon  the  fecond,  which,  as  applied 
to  this  cafe,  has  more  abfurdity  in  it,  than  I 
ihould  have  thought  it.  pofiible  to  crowd  into  fo 
Xmall  a  compafs. 

Firii, 
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Fird,  we  may  colled  from  this  paragraph,  that 
a  man  may  be  faid  to  /often  the  rigour  of  truth , 
when  deliberately,  and  an  hundred  times  toge¬ 
ther,  he  afferts  things  diametrically  oppofite  to 
what  he  will  fwear  three  months  afterwards. 

Secondly,  that  he  may  be  a  very  honed  man 
in  doing  this  ;  for  the  honed  man,  in  the  latter 
part  of  the  fentence,  who  fpeaks  his  real  fenti- 
ments  Upon  oath,  is  the  fame  with  him,  who 
foftens  the  rigour  of  truth,  in  the*  former  part  : 
but  this  is  with  a  provifo,  that  it  be  done  for  the 
fake  of  peace . 

Thirdly,  if  a  man  may  thus  make  free  with 
his  declarations  for  the  fake  of  peace,  much  more 
may  he  do  it  for  the  fake  of  making  his  fortune, 
or  the  love  of  his  family,  &c.  And  then  what  be¬ 
comes  of  the  faith  of  contracts,  and  all  kind  of 
negotiations,  where  credit  is  given,  without  the 
intervention  of  an  oath  ? 

Fourthly,  we  are  farther  indruded  in  this  pa¬ 
ragraph,  that  every  kind  of  difeourfe  between  man 
and  man,  be  the  fubjed  what  it  will,  where  an 
oath  is  not  concerned,  is  common  converfation 
The  tranfadion  between  Mr.  Poppleton  and  me 
Hands  thus ;  my  reputation  being  injurioufly  tra¬ 
duced  in  a  printed  letter,  I  apply  to  Mr.  Popple¬ 
ton  for  his  tedimony,  as  to  certain  fads  that  con¬ 
fided  in  his  knowledge,  and  related  to  the  matter 
in  quedion  :  he  for  the  fake  of  truth  and  judice 
(as  I  then  thought,  and  do  dill  believe  they  were 
his  motives  at  that  time)  agrees  to  give  it :  his 
account  I  take  at  two  different  times  from  his  own 
mouth  ;  as  my  defence  was  to  be  printed,  to  pre¬ 
vent  all  midake  and  cavilling,  and  to  obviate  all 
fufpicion  of  any  difmgenuous  dealing,  I  carry  him 
the  proof  (heet,  that  contained  every  tittle  he  was 
concerned  in,  which  he  revifes,  examines,  and 
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approves :  thefe  declarations  therefore  were  made 
by  Mr.  Poppleton  to  me,  not  once,  but  often  ; 
not  at  cafual  meetings,  but  upon  formal  applica¬ 
tions  ;  not  unguardedly,  but  with  the  utmoft  de¬ 
liberation  •,  not  curforily,  but  with  the  moft  fcru- 
pulous  exa<5tnefs ;  and  thus  fealed  with  his  allow¬ 
ance,  and  warranted  by  his  approbation,  they  pafs 
the  prefs,  and  appear  in  public — The  very  day  af¬ 
ter  the  publication,  a  reverend  clergyman,  whofe 
affidavit  I  {hall  fubjoin,  in  company  with  Mr. 
Poppleton,  revifes  all  the  parts  of  the  pamphlet 
in  which  he  was  concerned  j  when  he  gave  his  de¬ 
liberate  fan&ion  to  the  whole,  excepting  one  Tin¬ 
gle  word,  which  he  thought  ffiould  be  altered  for 
others,  which  he  then  named  :  this  variation  I 
readily  fubmit  to,  waving  all  difputes  about  it, 
and  the  rather,  becaufe  I  derive  this  advantage 
from  it,  that  the  circumftance  of  fuch  minute  ex- 
adtnefs  in  making  fp  trifling  an  alteration,  gives 
the  ftrongeft  confirmation  imaginable  to  all  the 
reft  that  pafifed  uncen lured — -This  is  an  exa6t  de¬ 
tail  of  what  pafted  between  Mr.  Poppleton  and 
me  on  this  occafion,  not  one  circumftance  of 
which  he  has  ventured  in  his  affidavit  to  cjifavow, 
or  call  in  queftion  :  yet,  according  to  this  writer, 
all  this  is  common  converfation ,  mere  cliit-chat, 
fuch  as  men  talk  upon  hearfay  and  rumour,  and 
no  fort  of  ftrefs  is  to  be  laid  upon  it :  the  mo¬ 
ment  an  affidavit  appears,  the  whole  credibility 
of  the  witnefs  is  fo  ftrongly  attracted  by  the  oath, 
that  all  his  former  declarations  are  left  bare  and 
deftitute  of  all  kind  of  credit  whatsoever— I  be¬ 
lieve  the  reader  will  fmile  at  this  ingenious  hypo- 
thefls  i  according  to  which,  a  country  juftice 
can  do  as  much  with  an  oath,  as  ever  ^  Romift* 
prieft  pretended  to  do  wjth  the  facrament  j  the 
“moment  it  is  adminiftered,  we  are  to  renounce 
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whatever  we  have  believed  upon  the  joint  evidence 
of  our  fenfes  and  our  reafon,  how  deeply  foever  it 
is  rooted,  and  how  ftrongly  foever  it  has  pre¬ 
vailed. 

I  now  come  to  the  affidavit  itfelf,  which  I  ffiall 
hope  to  ffiew  would  deferve  no  credit,  from  the 
rnconfiftencies  and  felf-contradidlion  appearing  on 
the  face  of  it,  though  it  were  encountered  by  no 
external  evidence. 

The  account  is  this,  “  Mr.  Aylett  came  to  Mr. 
<c  Benwell,  •  and  afked  him  if  it  was  his  delire 
“  Mr.  Bromfield  ffiould  take  off  his  leg  :  Mr. 
“  Benwell  anfwered  it  was  *,  upon  which  Mr. 
cc  Aylett  replied,  he  muff  then  take  his  leave.55— 
Was  this  the  language  of  a  man,  who  difputed 
Mr.  Benwelfs  right  of  appointing  his  own  fur- 
geon  ?  did  I  not  in  direfft  terms  admit  it  ?  but 
what  follows  ?  cc  As  he  was  going  out  of  the 
<c  room,  I  faid  to  him,  thofe  affairs  had  better  be 
“  fettled  below  flairs  fo  that,  according  to  him, 
my  behaviour  correfponded  with  my  words ;  and 
having  faid,  I  ffiould  then  take  my  leave,  I  in- 
ftantly  proceeded  fo  to  do.  Then  follows  Mr. 
Poppleton’s  propofal  (for  fo  he  himlelf  exprefly 
calls  it  four  lines  afterwards)  thofe  affairs  had  bet¬ 
ter  be  fettled  below  flairs  \  what  affairs  ?  was  there 
any  queflion  but  about  cutting  off  the  limb  ? 
could  he  propofe  that  any  thing  ffiould  be  fettled 
below,  if  he  had  thought  it  irrevocably  determined 
above  ?  or  can  any  point  remain  to  be  fettled,  if  it 
is  already  put  beyond  doubt  ?  Mr.  Poppleton  then, 
apprehending  that  this  propofal  of  his  (which  he 
could  not  deny)  looked  fomewhat  favourable  for 
me,  endeavours  to  weaken  the  force  of  any  fuch 
inference,  by  telling  us,  what  was  his  intention  in 
making  it :  “  My  defign  in  faying  this,  was  to 
£6  prevent  Mr.  Benwell’s  having  any  farther  folli- 
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iX  citations  on  fo  difagreeable  a  fubjedt.”  What ! 

•  did  he  mean  to  prevent  farther  follicitations  by 
‘keeping  a  man  in  the  houfe,  in  confequence  of 

his  propofal,  who  was  at  that  inftant  going  out 
of  it  ?  let  me  compare  the  account  of  this  matter 
given  by  Mr.  Poppleton  my  witnefs,  with  that 
given  by  Mr.  Poppleton  Mr.  Ben  well’s  witnefs, 

;  and  leave  the  reader  to  judge  between  them.  Mr. 
Poppleton’s  former  account  Hands  thus ;  that 
when  I  Paid,  I  muft  then  take  my  leave  y  Mr.  Pop- 
pi;  ton  fpoke  the  following  words,  46  Thefe  gen- 
44  tlemen  are  both  able  men  ;  we  don’t  under- 
44  (land  their  forms  of  bufinefs,  it  is  better  to 
44  leave  this  affair  to  be  fettled  by  themfelves  ?” 
I  fubmit  it  to  every  impartial  judge,  whether  this 
account  is  not  natural,  confident,  and  agreeable 
to  reafon  ;  and  when  Mr.  Poppleton  fays,  he  pro- 
pofed,  upon  my  going  out  of  the  room,  that  thofe 
affensfhould  be  fettled  below,  in  order  to  'prevent 
farther  follicitations ,  whether  that  account  is  not 
unnatural,  inconfiftent,  and  full  of  abfurdity  : 
which  of  the  two  is  mod  probable  ;  which  goes 
fartheft  towards  enforcing  conviction  ? 

But  it  will  be  faid,  the  qneftion  does  not  de¬ 
pend  on  Mr.  Poppleton’s  propofal,  but  upon  Mr. 
,  Ben  well’s  confent :  true  !  I  therefore  return  to  the 
wherein  Mr.  Poppleton  proceeds  to  fay, 
44  He  is  not  certain  Mr.  Benwell  heard  the  pro- 
44  petal.”  But  fortunately  Mr.  Benwell  himfelf 

•  has  cleared  up  this  point  in  the  9th  page  of  his 
>  pamphlet,  where  the  writer  fays,  44  I  made  no 
'■  44  reply  to  Mr.  Popple  ton's  propofaly  and  give  mt 

leave  to  tett  you ,  that  in  fpight  of  the  proverb , 
J Hence  as  often  denotes  negleffi  and  difapprobation, 
44  as  it  does  attention  and  donfentP  From  this  it 
is  evident  (if  the  drongeft  implication  in  the 
world  can  make,  any  thing  fo)  that  he  did  hear  it. 
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for  a  man  cannot  reply  to  that  which  he  never 
has  heard  j  nor  is  it  poffible  for  him  in  any  cafe 
to  difapprove  or  confent  to  that,  which  he  does 
not  know  has  been  propofed  to  him  :  befides,  it 
is  inconteftible,  that  if  he  had  not  heard  it,  he 
would  in  this  part  of  his  pamphlet  have  faid  fo  at 
once,  and  afierted  the  fad,  without  arguing  a- 
bout  the  inference  :  the  truth  is,  he  not  only  heard 
it,  but,  as  I  affirm,  did  in  words  exprefs  his  con¬ 
fent  to  it  *  but  that  I  wave,  as  I  have  made  it  a 
point  all  along  to  reft  my  defence  not  on  my  own 
aflertions,  but  on  the  teftimony  of  witnefles  en¬ 
tirely  difinterefted,  and  who  Cannot  be  fufpeded  of 
any  prejudice  in  my  favour,“But  if  fo,  admitting 
the  remark,  that  ftlence  does  fometimes  imply  dif- 
approbation  \  the  queftion  is,  whether,  under  the  cir* 
cumftances  of  this  cafe,  it  might  not  reafonably  be 
thought  to  imply  confent :  and  here  let  me  intreat 
every  ingenuous  reader  to  diveft  himfelf  of  thofe 
prejudices,  which  the  writer’s  expreffions  of  Mr. 
Ben  well’s  diftruft,  averfion,  and  dread  of  my  c* 
perating,  may  poffibly  have  occafioned  fince ,  and 
confider  me  in  the  fituation  in  which  I  then  flood; 
utterly  ignorant  and  unfufpicious  of  any  diffidence 
entertained  of  me,  and  recolleding  many  inftances 
of  confidence  which  Mr.  Benwell  had  exprefled 
in  my  favour  •,  not  only  in  voluntarily  feeking  my 
affiftance,  although  his  family  furgeon  was  with 
him  before,  but  in  recommending  himfelf  to  me 
in  the  ftrongeft  terms,  and  exprefsly  faying,  that 
be  relied  on  me  only :  that  I  had  been  for  more  thai) 
20  years  eftablifhed  in  bufinefs  upon  this  very 
fpqt,  during  which  time,  my  character  in  my 
profeflion  had  never  been  difgraced,  blemifhed, 
or  even  attacked  :  that  not  only  in  that  branch  of 
my  profeflion,  which  was  now  in  queftion,  but  in 
various,  other  operations,  compared  with  which, 
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amputation  is  juftly  deemed  inconfiderable,  my 
practice  has  been  attended  with  fuccefs,  and  ho¬ 
noured  with  fome  degree  of  edeem,  which  was 
evidently  the  motive  of  Mr.  Ben  well's  defiring  my 
affidance  at  all  on  this  occafion  :  under  thefe  cir- 
cumftances,  when  fo  fair  and  candid  a  propofal 
was  made,  not  by  me,  but  by  a  perfon  to¬ 
tally  difinterefted  ;  an  intimate  friend  of  the  pa¬ 
tient’s,  and  who  knew  little  of  me,  but  from  my 
general  chara&er  *  I  appeal  to  every  liberal  and 
candid  mind,  whether  to  infer  confent  from  fi- 
lence,  could  deferve  the  cenfure  which  fuch 
condru&ion  has  brought  upon  me :  Mr.  Benwell 
had  feen  me  acquiefctng  under  his  firft  declara¬ 
tion,  without  expodulation  or  reproach  ;  the  lead: 
hint  of  his  diffent  from  this  propofal  would  have 
produced  the  like  behaviour ;  he  had  no  reafon  to 
expect  the  contrary  :  had  the  propofal  come  from 
me,  I  own  in  that  cafe  his  filence  had  been  equi¬ 
vocal  ;  but  as  it  came  from  a  bofom  friend,  a 
non-rejeCtion  feems  equivalent  to  a  confent. 

Mr.  Poppleton  then  goes  on  to  tell  us,  that 
half  an  hour  after  (during  all  which  time  it  does 
not  appear,  that  Mr.  Benwell  gave  the  lead  hint 
of  difapproving  his  fcheme  ;  nor  indeed  does  Mr. 
Poppleton  in  any  part  of  his  affidavit  venture  to 
fay,  that he  believedNiv .  Benwell  difapproved  it)  he 
came  down,  and  afked,  if  Mr.  Bromfield  and  I  were 
ready :  the  very  quedion  (hews,  he  thought  I  was 
to  be  concerned  :  Mr.  Poppleton  in  truth  faid 
more,  as  I  have  dated  in  my  former  pamphlet 
from  his  own  mouth  ;  alluding  to  which  pafiage 
the  writer  argues  thus,  ct  you  have  indeed  atteft- 
ed,  that  he  aiked,  whether  you  had  fettled  the 
foint  of  operating ;  but  as  Mr.  Poppleton  does 
not  own  the  expreffion  in  his  affidavit,  it  is  rea^ 
fonable  to  conclude  he  never  made  ufe  of  it.” 

Now 
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Now  I  do  affirm  this  to  be  very  unreafonable  for 
as  his  name  was  vouched  in  print  long  before,  for 
having  faid  fo  ♦,  as  he  did  not  difown  the  expref- 
fion  in  his  affidavit,  ’tis  a  clear  proof  he  made  ufe 
of  it,  becaufe  he  did  not  difavow  it,  when  he  had 
fo  good  an  opportunity  to  do  fo,  if  he  could  : 
why  then  !  let  me  afk  upon  what  ground  he 
believed,  as  he  proceeds  to  fay  he  did,  that  I  was 
not  to  ufe  the  knife,  when  by  his  own  account, 
the  laft  words  he  heard  me  fpeak,  expreffed  a  de¬ 
termined  refolution  to  quit  the  houfe,  unlefs  I 
were  admitted  to  ufe  it  ?  what  circumflance  had 
intervened,  to  make  me  change  my  refolution,  or 
to  give  the  leaft  countenance  to  his  opinion  ?  I 
would  farther  afk,  upon  what  ground  he  inti¬ 
mates,  that  he  would  have  interfered  to  flop  my 
part  of  the  operation,  but  for  the  fear  of  affedt- 
ing  Mr.  Benwell ;  when  he  himfelf  had  propofed, 
that  the  affairs  fhould  be  fettled  below  flairs,  and 
it  had  been  fettled  accordingly  ?  laftly,  if  he  had 
the  leaft  conception,  that  my  operating  with  the 
knife  would  be  difagreeable  to  Mr.  Benwell  5 
how  came  he  not  to  inform  himfelf,  when  he  was 
below  flairs,  of  what  had  been  fettled  ?  which 
might  fo  eafily  have  been  done,  without  any  fear 
of  giving  Mr.  Benwell  the  leaft  difturbance ;  which, 
he  fays,  was  the  foie  reafon  for  his  not  interfering 
afterwards. 

The  reader  will  pleafe  to  obferve,  I  have  hi¬ 
therto  argued  againft  this  affidavit,  merely  from 
internal  proofs ,  drawn  from  the  inconfiftencies  and 
felf-contradidlion  appearing  upon  the  face  of  it  ^ 
and  that  it  could  defer ve  little  credit  on  that  ac¬ 
count,  were  the  teftimony  of  the  witnefs  in  other 
refpedls  unexceptionable ;  but  as  I  have  it  in  my 
power  to  impeach,  and  entirely  to  deftroy  the 
credit  of  this  witnefs  by  external  evidence ,  I  muff 

now, 
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now,  unwillingly,  but  fmce  it  is  in  my  own  vindi¬ 
cation,  neceflarily  refort  to  it,  and  ffiall  introduce 
it  to  the  public  without  farther  preface. 

The  Declaration  on  Oath  of  the  Rev.  Mr. 
John  Willis,  Redtor  of  Fullmer,  Bucks. 

ON  the  day  after  Mr.  Aylett’s  pamphlet  was 
publiffied,  I  declare  that  I  vifited  Mr.  Pop- 
pleton,  at  the  requeit  of  Mr.  Aylett,  in  order 
to  know  his  fentiments  thereon ;  as  they  had 
been  mifreprefented  to  Mr.  Aylett.  He  defired 
me  to  make  his  compliments  to  Mr.  Aylett,  and 
begg’d  me  to  tell  him,  that  what  he  faid  at  Wind- 
for  coffee-houfe  was,  that  Mr.  Benwell  did  not 
in  words  agree  to  his  propofal  (that  the  point  of  ope¬ 
rating  fhould  be  fettled  by  Mr.  Bromfield  and  Mr. 
Aylett)  but  as  Mr.  Benwell  faid  nothing  againft 
this  propofal,  after  Mr.  Aylett  had  left  the  room, 
he  thought  Mr.  Benwell  had  tacitly  confented  to 
it,  otherwife,  he  Jhould  not  have  fuffered  Mr,  Aylett 
to  have  done  any  thing  :  that  he  came  down  there¬ 
fore  from  Mr.  Benwell  to  Mr.  Bromfield  and  Mr. 
Aylett,  and  made  ufe  of  the  words  in  Mr.  Aylett’s 
narrative,  (which  we  read  over  together)  viz.  to 
know  if  Mr.  Bromfield  and  Mr.  Aylett  had  fettled 
the  point  of  operating  ;  for  the  fake  of  his  friend 
Mr.  Benwell ;  and  Mr.  Aylett,  who  he  thought 
had  not  been  well  ufed  :  fo  that,  in  his  opinion, 
neither  Mr.  Benwell,  nor  Mr.  Aylett,  had  been 
guilty  of  falfity  •,  he  in  declaring  he  did  not  fend 
him,  or  Mr.  Aylett,  in  affirming  that  Mr.  Popple- 
ton  delivered  fuch  a  meflage.  Mr.  Poppleton  ad¬ 
ded,  that  he  did  not  think  Mr.  Aylett  at  all  to 
blame,  as  he  himfelf  fhould  have  adted  as  Mr. 
Aylett  did,  in  confequence  of  fuch  a  meflage. 

I  far- 


£ 


[  39  ] 

I  farther  declare*  that  Mr.  Poppleton  and  I  ex¬ 
amined  together  the  different  parts  of  Mr.  Aylett’s 
pamphlet,  where  Mr.  Poppleton  was  mentioned, 
and  that  he  Mr.  Poppleton  objected  to  no  farts  of 
it  relating  to  him,  except  the  word  acquiescing ,  irt 
page  the  9th,  of  Mr.  Aylett’s  narrative,  which  he 
thought  would  be  better  tacitly  conjenting .  He 
owned,  that  Mr.  Aylett  had  feveral  times  waited 
upon  him,  for  his  information  and  approbation, 
touching  the  points  in  dilpute,  before  Mr.  Aylett’s 
publication. 

I  think  it  incumbent  on  me  particularly  to  de¬ 
clare,  that  Mr.  Poppleton  confirmed  the  truth  of 
the  following  words,  in  the  28th,  and  29th  pages 
of  Mr.  Aylett’s  firft  pamphlet  *,  they  are  the  fol¬ 
lowing,  66  Mr.  Poppleton,  the  patient’s  friend, 
u  propofed  to  Mr.  Benwell,  that  Mr.  Bromfield 
<c  and  I  fhould  fettle  between  ourfelves  the  man- 
C£  ner  of  performing  the  operation  :  Mr.  Benwell 
4C  appeared  to  agree  to  this :  I  went  dowm  ftairs, 
<c  and  communicated  this  expedient  to  Mr.  Brom- 
“  field,  and  in  confequence  thereof,  the  affair  was 
tc  inflantly  fettled  ;  when  Mr.  Poppleton  came 
<c  down  with  a  meffage  from  Mr.  Benwell,  to 
sc  know  if  we  had  done  fo.”  This  obfervation, 
which  I  made  immediately  after  I  left  Mr.  Pop* 
pleton,  I  declare  to  have  now  by  me,  in  a  marginal 
note  on  Mr.  Aylett’s  pamphlet ;  and  I  then  be¬ 
lieved  Mr.  Poppleton  was  perfedly  convinced  of 
the  truth  thereof,  as  he  then  declared  in  thefe 
words,  (putting  his  finger  on  the  above  quotas 
tion,)  This  is  true. 

John  Willis* 

Sworn  before  me,  one 
or  his  majefty’s  jus¬ 
tices  of  the  peace, 
this  12th  day  of  Ju¬ 
ly,  1760. 

George  Hatch,  Mayor  of  Windfor. 

H  The 
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The  parts  in  my  pamphlet,  alluded  to  in  the 
above  declaration,  which  Mr.  Foppleton  examin¬ 
ed,  and  carefully  revifed,  three  days  before  the 
publication-,  and  declared  alfo  the  truth  of  the  fads, 
which  he  now  confirmed  to  the  Reverend  Mr. 
Willis  *,  were  the  following,  46  I  went  up  to  Mr. 
44  Benwell,  and,  in  the  propereft  terms  I  could  ufe, 
“  defired  to  know,  as  Mr.  Howard  had  declined 
“  the  operation,  whether  he  had  any  objection  to 
44  my  doing  it  ?  Mr.  Benwell  replied,  that  Mr. 

Bromfield  had  juft  been  with  him  on  the  fame 
“  fcore,  and  that  he  had  told  him,  he  intended 
84  he  fhould  perform  it.  On  this  declaration,  I 
*c  replied,  I  fhould  then  take  my  leave  •,  but  be- 
54  fore  I  could  quit  the  apartment,  Mr.  Popple- 
84  ton,  the  patient’s  friend,  and  who  fat  by  him, 
84  addreffed  himfelf  to  Mr.  Benwell  in  this  man- 
44  ner  *,  thefe  gentlemen  are  both  able  men  ■,  we 
44  don’t  underftand  their  forms  of  bufmefs  *,  it  is 
84  better  to  leave  this  affair  to  be  fettled  by  them- 
tc  felves.  Mr.  Benwell  making  no  objection  to 
84  this  reafonable  propofal  of  his  friend,  but  ac~ 
84  qutefeing ,  or  (as  defired)  tacitly  conferring  to  the 
44  expedient ;  on  Mr.  Poppleton’s  repeating  it  to 
84  me,  I  immediately  went  down  flairs,  and  re- 
84  lated  to  Mr.  Bromfield  this  determination.  Mr. 
84  Bromfield  readily  agreed  to  this  propofal,  and 
54  we  were  preparing  to  go  up  to  the  patient, 
44  when  Mr.  Poppleton  came  in  to  us  from  Mr. 
84  Benwell,  defiring  to  know  if  we  had  fettled  the 
84  point  of  operating  :  on  telling  him  it  was  fet- 
44  tied,  and  we  were  coming  up,  he  reported  it  to 
84  Mr.1  Benwell’s  friends,  many  of  whom  were  af- 
44  fembled  together  ^  and  who,  had  they  not 
f4  thought  this  to  have  been  Mr.  Benwell’s  final 
44  determination,  would  moft  undoubtedly  have 
84  interfered,  and  not  have  fuffered  me  to.  cut 

off  their  friend’s  leg,  agakift  his  inclination  and 

44  will. 
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44  will.  This  Mr.  Poppleton  has  declared  would; 
4C  particularly  have  been  the  cafe  with  him,  who 
41  would  not  have  permitted  me  to  operate  at  all , 
<c  unlefs  he  had  been  allured  it  was  Mr.  Benwell’s 
*  inclination  to  leave  it  to  our  decifion.” 

Thefe  are  the  firft  voluntary  declarations  of  Mr. 

'  Poppleton,  before  his  good  nature ,  as  it  is  called, 
had  been  praffifed  on  j  and  hence  alfo  it  appears, 
that  thefe  declarations  in  my  favour  are  attended 
with  an  evidence,  which  is  feldom  in  any  man’s 
power,  upon  fuch  occafions,  to  lay  before  the 
public  : — As  to  the  fubftitution  of  the  words  ta¬ 
citly  conferring  to  the  word  acquiefcing ,  the  change 
does  not  in  the  leaft  prejudice  my  defence  :  they 
make  it  evident,  that  Mr.  Benwell  appeared  to 
Mr.  Poppleton  to  confent  to  his  propofal,  although, 
according  to  him,  he  did  not  exprefs  himfelf  in 
words  to  that  effedt — And  then  the  whole  is  re¬ 
duced  to  this  fhort  queftion,  whether  I  deferve  to 
be  purfued  with  fuch  unmitigated  rancour,  for  hav¬ 
ing  thought  as  this  bofom -friend  of  Mr.  Benwell 
profeftes  he  thought ,  and  for  having  adled,  as  he 
declares  be  himfelf  Jhould  have  acted,  on -the  like 
occafion. 

Upon  the  whole  it  appears,  that  two  things  are 
laid  to  my  charge,  unfkilfulnefs  in  the  operation, 
and  unwarrantable  prefumption  an  operating  at 
all.— As  to  the  firft,  the  reader  has  feen  the  con¬ 
trary  mod  fully  proved  by  Mr.  Bromfield’s  letters, 
and  the  full  and  authentic  declaration  he  fubfcrib- 
ed  and  declared  in  the  prefence  of  three  witneffes  \ 

- And  his  authority  is  the  ftronger,  becaufe  no 

one  can  fufpedt  him  being  prejudiced  in  my  fa¬ 
vour,-- — -But  what  is  ftronger  than  the  teftimony 
of  any  witnefs,  is  the  evidence  arifing  from  the  fact 
itfelf  *, — For  if  this  operation  was  fo  wretchedly 
performed,  as  this  pamphlet  defcribes  it,  how  hap¬ 
pened  it  that  a  man  of  Mr.  Ben  well’s  age,  grofs 

H  2  habit 
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habit  of  body,  and  at  that  feafon  of  the  year,  was 
fo  free  from  every  kind  of  dangerous  fymptoms 

for  a  full  fortnight  after  the  amputation,- - That 

his  friends,  who  all  defpaired  of  his  doing  well, 
grew  daily  more  and  more  confident  of  his  reco¬ 
very,  and  both  vifited  and  congratulated  him  upon 
it  That  not  a  fyllable  was  then  muttered  about 
ftngle  incifion ,  JlaJhing  to  the  bone ,  [awing  thro *  the 
membranes ,  and  other  dreadful-founding  words 
of  the  like  nature  ?  1  leave  it  to  Mr.  Benwell,  and 
his  abettors,  to  account  for  their  ftlence  during  this 
period ;  in  the  mean  time,  I  fhall  very  eafily  ac¬ 
count  for  the  change  of  language,  and  all  their 
fubfequent  proceedings  For,  at  the  end  of  the 
fortnight,  the  neglect  of  thofe  about  him,  in  fuf- 
fering  him  to  be  removed  from  one  room  to  ano¬ 
ther,  produced  a  cold,  which,  from  the  ignorance 
and  incapacity  of  his  managers,  was  heighened  to 
a  fever,  and  baffled  all  their  fkill  and  application, 
for  a  fortnight  *,  during  which  time  Mr.  Bromfield 
was  abfent  by  illnefs.-— — I  have  already  fhewn  how 
this  fever  was  removed  by  the  prudent  dire&ions 
of  the  ferjeant  furgeons,  who  by  proper  methods 

fet  all  to  rights  again.- - -But  as  the  blame  of  all 

this  mifmanagement  rauft  fall  fomewhere,  it  was 
thought  much  more  convenient  by  the  parties, 
to  throw  it  upon  an  abfent  man,  who  was  not 
there  to  defend  hi mfelf,  than  to  bear  it  upon 
their  own  (boulders.— — -This  gave  rife  to  all  this 
high  colouring,  and  moft  tragical  reprefentations 
of  my  ignorance  and  cruelty  }  which  was  never 
thought  on,  till  the  grofs  ill  conduct  of  other  per¬ 
sons  made  it  neceflary  for  them  to  impute  it  to  me, 
in  order  to  exculpate  themfelves.- — —When  to  this 
is  added  the  moft  explicit  account  given  by  Mr. 
Tenford  upon  oath,  who  was  prefent  during  the 
whole  operation,  and  cannot  be  denied  to  be  a*: 
incompetent  judge  of  it  $  I  believe  I  fhall  rather  he 

chargetl 
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charged  with  having  been  too  minute  in  my  vindi¬ 
cation,  than  wanting  in  any  necelfary  article  of  my 
defence  on  this  part  of  the  charge. 

Mr.  Benwell  indeed  maintains,  the  cure  is  far 
from  being  compleated  ;  if  this  be  true,  I  am  for- 
ry  for  it ;  but  if  fo,  others,  not  I,  are  the  proper 
objedts  of  his  refentment.— — My  part  of  the  ope¬ 
ration  was  properly  performed,  and  fuccefs  attend¬ 
ed  it. — The  fubfequent  negledt  of  others  may  have 
produced  confequences,  for  which  they  only  are 
anfwerable. — But  1  frankly  own  I  dilbelieve  the 

fadt. - He  has  long  been  well  enough  to  travel 

through  two  or  three  counties,  with  a  chaife  full 
of  his  pamphlets,  hawking  and  diftributing  them 
about  the  country,  and  at  horfe-races,  in  order  to 
blacken  my  reputation  ;  but  I  trull,  that  with  all 
impartial  men,  the  adtivity  with  which  he  propa¬ 
gates  this  Hander,  will  defeat  the  credit  of  it. 

In  regard  to  the  other  charge  ;  as  it  is  evident 
my  commiffion  to  operate  was  founded  on  Mr. 
Ben  well’s  confent  to  Mr.  Poppleton’s  propofal,  I 
fubmit  it  to  the  reader,  whether  Mr.  Poppleton’s 
affidavit,  exprefsly  denying  fuch  confent,  can,  up¬ 
on  the  whole  circumllance  of  this  cafe,  be  thought 
equivalent  to  the  many  deliberate,  and  explicit  de¬ 
clarations,  made  by  him  to  the  contrary. — Decla¬ 
rations  comprizing  a  feries  of  fadts,  warranted  be¬ 
fore  and  after  the  publication  ;  never  difavowed 
by  him  for  three  months  together  not  difavowed 
even  now —  the  llrong  efforts  of  malice  may  filence, 
corrupt,  and  alter  witnelfes,  but  they  cannot  de- 
llroy  that  conviction,  which  refults  from  the  nature 

of  the  fadts  themfelves. - For  my  own  part,  I 

am  contented  to  abide  this  tell.  Let  Mr. 
Poppletons’s  laft  evidence,  if  it  have  any  weight* 
be  my  condemnation ;  if  his  credit  Hands,  let  mine 
fink;  if  he  be  deemed  a  man  of  integrity,  let 
me  be  branded  with  infamy. 
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As  to  the  diftindtion,  that  Mr.  Poppleton’s  for¬ 
mer  declarations  were  unfworn,  whereas  this  is  up¬ 
on  oath,  it  is  perfectly  ridiculous — —an  oath  is 
indeed  a  higher  degree  of  fecurity  i  but  there  are 
fome  cafes,  to  which  no  fecurity  is  adequate,  and 
where  no  degree  of  credit  can  be  given.  — Suppofe 
Mr.  Poppleton,  after  what  palled  between  him  and 
Mr.  Willis,  had  in  common  convsrjation ,  as  the 
writer  calls  it,  declared  the  very  reverfe  to  be  the 
truth  :  if  in  that  cafe,  no  fort  of  credit  can  be 
given  him,  as  it  certainly  could  not,  his  atteft- 
ing  it  upon  oath,  will  not  mend  the  matter. — — 
An  oath  always  prefuppofes  credibility  j  it  can¬ 
not  give  it,  where  it  is  loft,  and  that  is  the  rea- 
fon,  why  men,  reputed  infamous  in  law,  are 
not  admitted  to  be  fworn  in  courts  of  juftice :  their 
credit  is  gone  s  and  it  would  be  proftituting  a  fa- 
cred  ceremony,  where  the  ends,  for  which  tefcimo- 
ny  is  given,  could  not  be  attained.— — A  beggar’s 
bond  is  no  better  than  his  note  *,  and_as4t  would  be 
madnefs  to  truft  him  with  your  money,  who  has 
evidently  no  fund  for  repayment ;  it  is  equally  fo, 
to, give  credit  to  the  oath  of  a  witnefs,  who  has 
forfeited  all  title  to  credibility,  and  is  a  bankrupt 
in  truth  and  honour. 

I  fhall  now  proceed  to  examine  the  reft  of  the 
affidavits. 

The  ffrft  then  of  Mrs.  Ann  Ben  well,  fhopwo- 
man  and  coufin  to  the  patient,  is  contradicted  by 
Mr.  Poppleton  in  one  particular :  fine  fwears,  that 
after  my  taking  leave ,  I  continued  fome  time  talking 
about  the  operation  \  Mr.  Poppleton  fwears,  I  was  go¬ 
ing  out  of  the  room ,  immediately  after  I  laid,  1  mufi 
then  take  my  leave .  The  reafon  of  this  contradic¬ 
tion  will  appear  perhaps  to  the  reader,  when  he 
confiders,  that  the  abfurdity  in  Mr.  Poppleton’s 
affidavit,  (which  I  have  before  remarked  on)  ap¬ 
peared  fo  palpable,  that  it  ftood  in  need  of  f  one 
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kind  of  falvo,  or  correction  ;  and  therefore  the 
writer  of  the  pamphlet  thought  it  eflentially  ne» 
ceflary,  that  this  objedtion  fhould  be  removed  ; 
which  there  was  full  time  for  doing  ;  Mr.  Popple- 
ton’s  affidavit  having  been  made  the  5th  of  Fe¬ 
bruary,  and  Mrs.  Ann’s  22  days  after, 

Mr.  Pitt,  ffiop  keeper  at  Maidenhead,  and 
brother-in-law  to  Mr.  Ben  well,  fwears  he  found 
Mr .  Bromfield  and  I  difputing  about  the  operation ; 
and  that  he  declared  it  was  Mr.  BenwelPs  defire , 
that  Mr.  Bromfield  [hould  perform  it.  —I  mu  ft  beg 
leave  to  obferve,  that  Mr.  Benwell  exprefly  pro¬ 
duces  this  witnefs  ro  prove  that  he  was  the  laft 
meffenger ;  whereas  ’tis  evident  that  this  mefiage 
was  previous  to  Mr.  Poppleton’s,  who  found  us 
not  difputing,  but  preparing  to  come  up  :  this  is 
evidently  proved  on  the  oath  of  Mr.  Penford, 
and  is  a  circumftance  that  Mr.  Pitt  does  not  deny 
in  his  affidavit  •,  although  the  writer,  in  the  pam¬ 
phlet,  lays  great#*  ftrefs  on  his  teftimony,  as  to 
this  fa 6b,  which  Pitt  has  not  ventured  to  fay  a 
fy liable  about  :  —  The  reafon  of  that  o million  in 
the  affidavit  I  take  to  be,  that  Mr.  Pitt  and  Mr. 
Poppleton  making  their  affidavit  the  fame  day, 
before  the  fame  juftice  of  peace,  and  in  the  fame 
caufe,  were  probably  together  when  they  took 
their  oaths  *,  and  therefore  Mr,  Pitt  could  not  bring 
his  confcience  to  the  point  of  fwearing  to  a  fad, 
which  his  companion,  who  was  prefent,  could  of 
his  knowledge  aflfert  to  be  falfe — unlefs  it  be  rather 
thought  by  thofe  who  know  him ,  that  this  modefi 
man  forgot  what  he  was  to  fwear, 

Mr.  Peter  Fowler,  journeyman  to  Mr.  Benwell, 
fwears,  that  he  had  on  a  white  double  cotton  cap , 
during  the  whole  operation  ,  a  circumftance  never 
yet  doubted  : - But  1  fuppofe  this  cap,  how¬ 

ever  double  it  might  be,  did  not  prevent  Mr.  Ben- 
well  from  feeing  me,  before  it  was  pulled  over  his 

eyes  ? 


;  C  46  j 

eyes  ?  nor  from  thinking,  when  I  returned  ifi  ari 
operating  drefs,  that  I  came  back  to  do  nothing  $ 
as  he  knew  J  took  my  leave  of  him ,  becaufe  he  at 
firft  refufed  me  to  operate  •,  that  I  ft  aid  in  confe- 
quence  of  Mr.  Poppleton’s  propofai  to  him,  and 
returned  again  in  confequence  of  his  mefiage  to 
me. — —I  can’t  help,  in  this  place,  confefling  my 
furprize,  that  among  fuch  a  groupe  of  affidavits* 
Mr.  Benwell  fhould  forget  his  promife,  which  he 
made  Mr.  Bromfield  in  his  firft  printed  letter ; 
that  his  family  fhould  give  their  oaths  to  the  truth  of 
every  circumftance  related  in  his  narrative.*— Whence 
this  important  omiffion  ?  Has  this  gentleman  loft 
his  credit  with  him  ?  Or  are  the  witnefies  ferupu- 
lous  ?  —  But  perhaps  fome  of  his  friends  thought, 
there  had  been  too  much  Blearing  already. 

It  may  perhaps  be  objected,  that  ’tis  unrea¬ 
sonable  in  me  to  diferedit  Mr.  Poppleton  as  a  wit- 
nefs  where  he  fpeaks  againft  me,  and  to  build  the 
merit  of  my  caufe^where  it  fpeaks  for  me  :  —  But 
a  little  reflection  will  enable  any  man  to  deteCt  the 
fophiftry  of  this  argument — when  a  writer  aflerts 
a  faCt  that  flatly  contradicts  his  former  aflertions, 
it  is  impoffible  they  fhould  both  be  true  ;  but  it 
does  not  follow  from  thence,  that  both  are  falfe — * 
in  order  to  difeover  which  is  the  truth,  and  which 
the  falfehood,  the  general  nature  of  the  cafe  is  to 
be  confidered,  and  the  particular  circumftances  at¬ 
tending  the  evidence  are  to  be  carefully  examined, 
compared,  and  weighed—-*  -If  the  former  declara-* 
tions  contain  fads  probable,  and  confident  with 
themfelves  if  the  witnefs  hath  frequently  main¬ 
tained,  and  long  perfifted  in  them  *,  if  this  evidence 
hath  been  vouched  in  print  ^  and  he,  knowing  this, 
hath  never  for  months  together  difavowed  it  to 
the  public  ;  if  after  publication,  it  can  be  proved 
he  revifed  fuch  evidence,  and  deliberately  gave  a 
farther  fanCtion  to  it  *  if  befides  all  this,  no  temp¬ 
tation 
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tation  can  be  imagined,  no  rational  motive  aft 

figned,  that  ffiould  induce  the  witnefs  to  make 
thefe  declarations,  if  they  were  not  true ;  it  will 
be  judged  by  all  men,  that  he  made  them  for  the 
fake  of  juftice,  and  the  love  of  truth,  and  they 

will  be  believed  accordingly.  - - If  on  the  other 

hand,  the  fubfequent  declaration  appears  incon- 
liftent  with  itfelf ;  if  it  carries  upon  the  face  of  it 
marks  of  evident  partiality ;  if  the  witnefs  in  fuch 
affidavit,  inftead  of  confining  himfelf  to  fadts* 
Harts  out  into  reafonings,  endeavours  to  obviate 
objections,  and  appears  follicitous  to  gain  profe- 
lytes  to  his  new  declarations,  without  venturing 
to  difavow  the  old  ones,  which  he  was  charged 
with  making  ;  all  which  circumftances  wil|  appear 
to  any  one,  who  carefully  examines  the  affidavit ; 
if  befides  this  an  adequate  motive  may  be  affigned* 
that  might  tempt  fuch  witnefs  to  defert  the  caufe  in 
which  he  firft  engaged ;  all  thefe  circumftances 
will  be  ftrong  fymptoms  of  a  combination  to  dark¬ 
en  truth  and  pervert  juftice  *,  and  fuch  latter  tefti- 
mony  may  fafely  be  difcredited  without  impeach¬ 
ing  the  validity  of  the  former.- — - — Now  it  is  eafy 
in  the  prefent  cafe  to  affign  fuch  a  motive  :  Mr, 
Poppleton’s  well  known  connection  with  Mr.  Ben- 
well,  and  the  other  gentlemen,  whom  I  have  the 
misfortune  to  find  my  enemies  on  this  occafion, 
will  eafily  account  for  his  deferting  the  intereft  of 
a  man,  with  whom  he  was  totally  unconnected, 
and  making  his  declarations  coincide  with  the  fen- 

timents  and  wifhes  of  his  old  acquaintance- - A 

good  natured  man  can’t  be  proof  againft  unwearied 
entreaties  •,  a  lover  of  peace  can’t  endure  a  fcene  of 

endlefs  importunity  *, - A  man  who  had  foftened 

the  rigour  of  truth  for  a  ftranger,  would  blunt  the 
edge  of  it  for  an  old  companion  j  and  this  perhaps 

I  will 
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will  make  it  probable,  that  what  Mr.  Poppleton 
has  faid  for  Mr.  Renwell,  was  really  for  the  fake  of 
peace ;  and  what  he  faid  to  me,  was  for  the  love 
of  truth.  —  Thefe  confiderations  will  juftify  me, 
in  ftill  confidering  Mr.  Poppleton  as  a  Witnefs 
for  me,  and  infilling  on  the  benefit  of  his  former 
teftimony. 

Before  I  conclude,  it  may  be  proper  to  give  a 

fpecimen  or  two  of  this  writer’s  candour. - It 

has  ufually  been  thought,  that  the  teftimony  of 
dependents  in  our  favour,  is  to  be  fufpeded  of  par¬ 
tiality  *,  and  that  the  teftimony  of  ftrangers,  or 
enemies,  if  given  in  our  favour,  is  of  the  greateft 
weight.  — - —  Notwithftanding  this,  Mr.  Benwell’s 
fwearers  made  up  of  two  expeding  relations,  and 
a  domeftic  of  his  fhop,  are,  according  to  the 
writer,  mod  authentic  witneftes,  and  fuperior  to 
all  exception  :  but  let  Mr.  Brom field  fubfcribe  to 
ever  fo  many  declarations  in  my  favour,  they 
are  conceffions  made  in  an  overflow  of  good  nature , 
and  by  a  man  who  was  unwilling  to  expofe  me  ; 
and  yet,  if  the  writer  may  be  believed  in  fix  pages 
afterwards,  he  made  no  fcrupie  to  expofe  me  to  a 
common  meftenger.  — —  Mr.  Poppleton  witneifed 
for  me  in  the  manner  above  related  ;  but  he  is  a 
lover  of  peace ,  who  Joften’d  the  rigour  of  truth  in 
common  convey fiation Mr.  Howard  was  con¬ 
victed  of  aflerting  a  rank  fallehood,  which  he  had 
offer’d  to  fwear  to  j  he  in  the  midfl  of  his  concern 
(poor  manj  forgot  the  exahl  time ,  and  ought  not  to 

he  blamed  at  all. - Mr.  Benwell  himfelf  being 

reminded,  of  his  having  thanked  me  for  my  care 
cfljnm  ;  of  the  foie  confidence  he  put  in  me  •,  and 
the  great  tendernefls ,  with  which  I  behaved  towards 
him  ;  which  he  acknowledged  fince  his  going  a- 
Itoad  3  inftead  of  difavowing  thefe  fads,  fhuffles 

them 
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them  off  with  faying,  all  I  remember  of  that  affair 

is ,  you  wijhed  me  well - I  thanked  you  for  your 

wifhes.  — - - Thus  does  this  writer  fport  with 

the  plained;  didates  of  reafon  and  juftice ;  and 
hopes  that  as  he  makes  light  of  them  in  his  ex- 
preffions,  the  reader  will  do  fo  in  his  judgment : 
but  alafs  !  words  are  flexible  •,  fads  are  too  ftub- 
born  to  ply  to  every  occafion  and  take  the  bent, 
to  which  the  fancy,  or  intereft,  or  malice  of  a 
writer,  would  fain  incline  them. 

But  let  it  not  be  underflood,  that  I  impute  to 
Mr.  Benwell  the  contrivance,  or  management  of 
this  fcheme  of  calumny  :  he  is  only  the  inftrument 
and  dupe  of  other  men’s  refentment — —I  believe 
he  has  a  heart  too  good  to  contrive  it,  and  an  head  too 
bad  to  manage  it — I  am  not  ignorant  from  what 
quiver  thefe  arrows  come,  and  whole  malice  has 
poifoned  them  with  fuch  uncommon  virulence  : 
in  the  mean  time,  my  patient  is  alive,  to 

APPEAR  IN  THIS  ACCUSATION  - - AND  I  AP¬ 

PEAR  TO  ANSWER  IT. 

I  have  thus  endeavoured  to  give  a  full  and  ex¬ 
plicit  anfwer  to  both  the  points,  on  which  this 
charge  is  refled,  and  I  hope  have  fatisfied  the  pub¬ 
lic,  that  it  is  frivolous  and  groundlefs. — But  I  can’t 
help  differing  from  the  writer,  where  he  fays, 
the  principal  controverfy  is  about  the  right,  not 

the  manner  of  operating - 1  am  perfuaded  the 

world  will  be  of  another  opinion— — If  the  ope¬ 
ration  was  properly  performed,  and  no  mifchief 
hath  followed,  wherefore  all  this  reftlefs  clamour, 
and  obdurate  perfecution,  from  a  man  juft  raifed 
from  the  bed  of  ficknefs,  from  whence  none  of 
his  friends  ever  expebled  him  to  rife  ?  if  mifchief 
hath  followed,  that  I  own  is  a  ferious  queftion, 
and  well  deferves  examination  j  and  in  God:'s 

I  2  name 
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name,  from  whatever  quarter  it  arofe,  let  it  be  exa¬ 
mined — Mr.  Ben  well  affertsthis  and  that,  as  he  fays, 
upon  the  teftimony  of  his  furgeons :  let  then  his  fur¬ 
geons  ftand  forth  to  verify  thefe  aflertions ;  it  is 
a  point  of  art  and  fcience,  let  men  of  fcience 

decide  it - Mr.  BenwelFs  friends,  if  they  can 

maintain  the  charge,  will  enjoy  the  happinefs 
they  have  fo  much  at  heart,  to  blaft  my  repu¬ 
tation,  and  fink  my  credit  with  all  that  truft 
me  :  I  give  them  the  fair  opportunity  of  doing 

this,  if  they  are  able - Let  them  appear  before 

the  proper  judges ;  (which  I  before  offered,  and 
now  again  repeat)  I  am  ready  to  attend  them ; 
and  as  I  have  pointed  out  the  teft,  will  fubmit 
to  the  judgment.  If  they  decline  this,  all  men 
will  judge  it  is  from  their  impotence  to  maintain 
the  charge— — But  they  think  it  eafier  to  let  forth 
tragical  defcriptions  without  truth  or  knowledge, 
and  to  inflame  mens  paflions,  where  their  un- 
derftanding  can  have  no  part.— If  then,  no  ill 
confequence  can  be  proved  to  have  enfued  from 
my  operating ;  if  that  which  was  neceflarily  or¬ 
dered,  was  properly  executed,  Mr.  BenwelFs  re- 
fentments  on  this  fubjeft  are  altogether  as  ridi¬ 
culous  as  the  honeft  Irifhman’s,  who  challenged 
the  man  that  had  faved  him  from  drowning,  be- 
caufe  in  doing  it  he  pulled  him  by  the  hair. 
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